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Mr. SARGENT. I move the amendment | serting after the word ‘‘exhibited,”’ the words not see how it would be germane to this para- 
which has just been rejected, with the following || ‘for pay.”’ | graph. 


additional words: The amendment was not agreed to. 


Where their representations are not held in buildings Mr. McKNIGHT. I move to amend by add- 
regularly licensed as theaters under this act. ing the following proviso: 


‘The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. HARRISON. I suggest to my colleague 


that at the end of the section a proviso may be 
inserted, something like this: 


Provided, This shall not include agricultural or gymnas- ee ae — be ka. construed as = 

» rt se of the section was read tic associations which may occasionally exhibit for the || 2#ect the laws Of any State, or the ordinances of any city 

eeactt ae —s ’ || benefit of said smoeteniens : || or town requiring a license to be taken out by theaters, cir- 
as fc : 


cuses, bowling alleys, hotels, auctioneers, and peddlers. 


17. Circuses shall pay fifty dollars for each license. Every I desire to say in relation to that amendment, || iF . 
building, tent, space, or area where feats of horsemanship || that it is well known that in all the States of the There ought to be such a provision applicable 
or acrobatic sports are exhibited shall be regarded as a cit- || Union there are agricultural associations which || to all this class of licenses. 
cus under this act. hg e Fai || Mr. WORCESTER. So faras the ordinances 

are accustomed to hold their annual fairs, and that r. nan 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That clause seems to |! they usually have exhibitions of horsemanship. || Of cities and towns are concerned, I think the 
I think these exhibitions should be encouraged || 2™endment as it now stands provides for them. 

now more than ever. We found, when this war || They are certainly laws of the State, and are em- 
| broke out, a need for cavalry, and we could not braced mn the vhraseology used. . 
find the proper material prepared to our hand. 1 || Mr. STEVENS. I think we had better strike 
desire hereafter to see this practice of horseman- || OUt all these licenses, We shall spend more 
ship encouraged among our farmers and others, || Money in debating them than they will ever bring 
so that whenever hereafter we need cavalry we || Into the Treasury. ; 7 
shall be able to getit. We also know that our Mr. Worcester’s amendment was rejected. 

; farmers take an interest in the propagationof good || Mr. TRAIN. I move tostrike out the words, 
have commenced this tax business at the wrong || stock and a good breed of horses. In that view || ‘‘ every building, tent, space, or area where feats 
end. We commenced last summer by levying a || | think this amendment should pass. || of horsemanship or serpbatie sports are exhibited 
tax upon tea, coffee, sugar, and other necessaries || wr, STEVENS. I do not see any necessity || shall be regarded as a circus under this act.” 
of life, and now we are working into the luxuries. | (+ this amendment. Everybody knows what a || The paragraph will then read, ‘circuses shall 
We ought to have begun with these luxuries. || ciroys is, and agricultural exhibitions will not be || pay fifty dollars for each license.”’ 

We commenced with necessaries last summer and || called circuses, | apprehend, by anybody. I trust The amendment was disagreed to. 


are now finishing off with the luxuries of life this || the amendment will not be adopted. Mr. MORRIS 
winter. Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, The amendment was not agreed to. A . 


the chairman of the Waysand Means, has worked € Mai I i in ot. the and.of the DROugNNDN 

in hooped skirts, circuses, lager beer, whisky, and || . Mr. RICE, o aine. move to amend, dy And all lecturers who speak for pay before literary or 

ait tiiies thinteac eta ought to have been taxed || ineerting after the word ‘* circuses,’’ the words —- soconanrens a poe. _— be taxed five per 
5 , : - = aon 33 = cent. upon the amounts receivec y them. 

lastsummer. Now, I think this class of tax comes || “‘ caravans or menageries,”’ and after the word ' " 


me incomplete, and for the purpose of correcting 
the definition of circus, I move to amend by strik- 
ing out *or’’ in line one hundred and forty-six, 
and inserting after *‘sports’’? the words ‘the 
zampillerostuteur, prestdigitateur, ring master, | 
and clown, or Artemus Ward’s wax figgers.”’ 
[Laughter. 

Mr. COX. Iam opposed to that amendment. 
It looks like a tax upon luxuries. I think we 


I offer the following, to come 


a little late. Here isa tax upon theaters and cir- || ‘ where”’ the words ‘‘ animals and.’’ Gentlemen The CHAIRMAN, Thatamendment is searce- 
cuses. Why, it seems to me the Committee of know that large amounts are invested in cities in || ly germane to this varagraph relating to circuses. 
Ways and Means must have forgotten all their || these kinds of shows, and I think they ought to Mr. NOBLE. I move toadd at the end of the 
days of sunny childhood. A man must be lost to || be made to pay a license fee. || paragraph these words: 


all sensibility who will tax a circus. [appeal to Mr. STEVENS. All gentlemen know that || Provided, That traveling theaters and circuses shall not 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr.Srevens,] these menageries are the same as those that travel || be required to pay more than one license per annum. 

5 - c s y i . ‘ . ae ii 4 ie 
a man who seems, by his jokes at least, always to || 19 the summer for the purpose of keeping their Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
be young, whether he will now tax theaters and animals alive in the summer, when they cannot 
circuses, and destroy those agreeable recreations || be kept alive in the cities, I hope the amendment 
amidst our social and national troubles. By tax- will not be adopted. 


RRILL If the gentle- 
man from Ohio will look at the first part of the 
sixty-second section, he will see that all these 





; licenses are only to be paid annually. 
ing the theater you tax the legitimate drama; you Mr. RICE, of Maine. I would suggest that Mr. STEV SNS. Roop license covers a year. 
tax Hamlet; you tax Falstaff; and [ wish my friend || they are almost always separate in large cities. Mr. NOBLE. lL understand that perfectly well, 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Wricut] was here to op- The amendment was disagreed to. but as I understand this paragraph I think it de- 
pose this matter. We tax not only the buskin, Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I wish to renew the || nominates every particular place where an exhibi- 
but the sock also. The London Assurance has to || amendment which I offered to the last paragraph. || tion may be held as a cireus or theater, Now, I 
pay for its presumption. The remarks which have been made in reference || apprehend that if acircus or theater migrates from 


Mr. THOMAS, of Massachusetts. We tax a || to the amendment of the gentleman from Maine 
New Way to Pay Old Debts. (Mr. Rice] will not apply to it. I think that as 

Mr.COX. Yes, sir; we tax Box and Cox, and || the paragraph now stands all theaters and circuses 
thatof course Iam opposed to. [Laughter.] Why, || among the people of the West would be excluded, 
we tax the opera, and that, too, after the perform- || and both the United States and the local munici- | 
ance in Cincinnati last night with Wendell Phil- || palities would lose all revenue from this source. || We have a class of men who travel all over the 
lips in his worst character. I think we ought i move, therefore, to add at the end of the para- || country for the purpose of exhibition, and they 
hardly to levy a tax upon eggs, addled eggs, any || graph the following: should not be required to pay more than those 
more than upon opera houses, after that perform- But transient circuses or theaters shall pay a tax of five || who exhibit in one place only. 


ance, dollars tor each performance, or ten dollars per week when Mr. BLAKE. I move to amend the amend- 
There are various luxuries which I think ought || "°t held in buildings or pavilions where a yearly license is | ment, so as to provide that they shall take out a 


to have been taxed lastsummer. There is whisky, || “*°": 


New York to Cincinnati or other places, the pro- 
prietors would be bound to pay for new licenses 
unless they exhibited in a regularly licensed the- 
ater inevery town in which they performed. My 
amendment is designed to remove that difficulty. 











” license in each State in which they travel. They 
which ought to have been taxed, but is now in Mr. WORCESTER. I move to amend the |/ travel all over the United States. 
danger of being taxed so high as to bring no rev- amendment by substituting therefor the follow- Mr. NOBLE. I do not think that that would 





enue. It is not necessary that I should go further || '"8* ; would be right. I think that all licenses and all 
into detail. I oppose this amendment of the gen- But the proprietors of the same circus may make their || taxes should operate equally upon all persons of 
tleman from Kentucky. Tax a prestidigitateur! rng a tad perth cepa ae at iea ta the same class. Now, exhibitors are a single 
1 would like to see you collect that tax! Tax this || p;ovided, however, That nothing in this act contained shall || Class of individuals. An exhibitor in the city of 
other man—I forget his name—who turns three || be understood or construed soas to interfere with or impair || New York, where he holds his exhibition ata 
somersaults in the air and catches the rings as he || the laws of any State licensing or regulating circuses. single place throughout the whole year, pays but 
goes! Tar him? Itis entirely chimerical. The As the paragraph nowstands, a circusis defined || one single license; but one who travels, under the 
definition of the committee is as good as can be || as being any building, tent, space, or area, where || amendment proposed by my colleague, will have 
made, and I hope the committee will stand upon || feats of horsemanship or acrobatic sports are ex- || to pay for one in every State in which he travels. 
that definition, and reject the amendment of the || hibited; so that any person who exhibits what is || I think that is wrong. I think that all should be 
gentleman from Kentucky. called a traveling circus that goes from one place || placed upon terms of exact equality; one theat- 
Mr. LOVEJOY. Do I understand the gentle- || to another, will be required under this paragraph || rical proprietor should pay no more than another; 
man to oppose a tax upon any person who turns || to pay this license of fifty dollars at each place. || and one that travels all over the country should 
asomersault? [Laughter.] Now, I suppose that that was not the intention of || pay no more than he who has his location at a 
Mr. COX. Iam therefore opposed to taxing || the Committee of Ways and Means, but that the || single place. 
such gentlemen as the gentleman from Illinois. || intention was that the same license should answer Mr. BLAKE. I suggest that if the amendment 
{Laughter.} I should have said I was opposed to || the purpose of the proprietor of the circus for the || of my colleague shall prevail, there will be but 
taxing theaters, because it taxes Othello, and the || whole year. My amendment, I think, obviates || one circus company in the United Stutes. They 
entleman will see how that comes home to him. || that objection. will unite in one company and travel as branches 
Taugier,| Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I accept that in lieu || of that company. 
Mr. WADSWORTH, by unanimous consent, || of my amendment; but I wish the gentleman The amendment to the amendment was re- 
withdrew his amendment. would embrace theaters in it. jected. 
Mr. McK NIGHT. I move to amend, by in- Mr. WORCESTER. I would do so, but Ido Mr. Nosie’samendment was then disagreed to. 
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Mr. EDWARDS. 
word “ cireus,’’ the word ** menagerie. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The amendment has been 
moved and voted down. 

Mr. EDWARDS | bee leave to differ from 
the Chair. ‘The motion that was voted down was 
to insert Lhe words ** menagerie or caravan.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 


amendment out of order. Does the 





ae 


gentleman 


appre 


Mr. EDWARDS. Oh, no; I should be unwill- 
ing to appe al unon sur ha subject. 
The nineteenth paragraph was read, as follows: 
19. Confectioners shall pay ten dollars for each license. 
Every person who sells at retail confectionery, sweetmeats, 
collie, or other conteects, in any building, shall be regarded 
sa confectioner under this act. 


Mr. ALLEN. I move to amend that paragragh 
by inserting after the word * building’’ the fol- 
lowing: 


And who has a stock therein of any of the articles afore 
enid of S200 or more. 








; 
I move to insert after the |} 


Mr. Chairman, there are many retail establish- | 


ments througliout the country where they keepa 
small assortment of confecuonery in connection 
with other arucles which they sell at retail, such 
as dry goods and groceries, for instance; and it 
seems to me that it would be wrong to compel 
those persons, who keep these articles for the 
mere purpose of affording variety, to pay a license 
of ten dollars per annum, which would, in many 
instances, exceed the amount they had invested 
in confections ry. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The gentleman will find that 
his amendment is provided for in the sixty-third 
section, on page 5%. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itapplies to confectioners 
whose stock exceeds $1,000. 

Mr. ALLEN. 1 insist upon my amendment. 
I think that those persons who keep but a small 
stock of confectionery should not be taxed. In 
the rural districts, as we all know, there are many 
laces where asperson would not be justified in 
Seeahen confectionery alone, or groceries alone, 
and where it is necessary that they should unite 
the two. 

Mr. ALLen’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ROLLINS, of New Hampshire. I move 
to amend the nineteenth paragraph, by adding the 
following words: 

But wholesale and retail dealers, having taken out a li 
cense therefor, shall not be required to take out a license 
as confectioners, anything in this act to the contrary not 
withstanding. 


This is the same amendment 


that has been 


adopted to the other paragraphs by the consent of 


ihe Committee of Ways and Means. 
The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I move to strike | 


out the nineteenth paragraph, as umended, as fol- 
lows: 


19. Confectioners shall pay ten dollars for each license. 
Every person who sells at retail contectionery, sweetineats, 
coufits, or other confects, in any building, shall be regarded 
as a confectioner under this act. But wholesale and retail 


dealers, having taken out a license therefor, shall not be | 


required to take out a license as confectioners, anything in 
this act to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. WORCESTER. I move to amend by strik- 
ing out of the paragraph the words ** who sells,”’ 
and to insert in lieu thereof the words ** whose 
business it is to make and sell.’’ Ido not under- 
stand that a confectioner is a person who merely 
sells, but is a person who makes and sells the 
articles in which he deals. 

The amendment was rejected. 


to strike out the paragraph. 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, withdrew the | 


motion. 
Mr. HOOPER. I move the following as an 
additional paragraph: 


Livery stable keepers shall pay ten dollars for each li- 
cense. Any person whose occupation it is to keep horses 
for hire or to let, shall be regarded as a livery stable keeper 
under this act. 

The amendment was adopted. 


The twentieth paragraph was read, as follows: 





90. Horse dealers shall pay for each license the sum of | 


ten dollars. Any person whose business it is to buy and 


sel! horses and imules shall be regarded as a horse dealer || 
i} 


' 


| 


uader this act. 

Mr. MALLORY. I wish to inquire of the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
what, in the estimation of that committee, is the 








meaning of this paragraph ? 
State a large number of men who are commonly 
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' i} " ; _ 
I know that, in my || the amendment may excite the mirthfulness of 


called farmers or graziers are engaged very ex- | 


tensively in the business of buying and selling 
horsesand mules. The phrase ology of this para- 
graph mightincludethem. | wish to know whether 
that is the intention of the Committee of Ways 
and Means? f 

Mr.STEVENS. I suppose the paragraph does 
not include the raisers of stock, but simply those 
who are professional buyers and sellers of stock. 

Mr.ALLEN. I move to amend the paragraph 
by inserting before the word “business’’ the word 
‘*exclusive;’” so that it will read, ‘any person 
whose exclusive business it is to buy and sell,”’ 
Ge. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
graph by adding as follows: 

Provided, That if such dealer shall have taken out a li 
cense as a livery stable keeper, no new license shall be 
required. 

In country places these two branches of busi- 
ness are almostinvariably united. There is hardly 
a livery stable where dealing in horses js not con- 
nected with it to a greater or less extent. Ldo not 
think thatit should be the policy of the committee 
to duplicate licenses. ] Suppose that their Inten- 
tion is to classify business, as nearly as may be, 
into wholesale and retail dealers, and to let one 
license cover, as far as possible, all the business 
carried on under it. 

The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move to amend 
the twenty-third paragraph, by striking out after 
the words ‘sell as aforesaid,’’ the words * at 
wholesale,’’ and inserting in licuthereofthe words 
‘dry goods, foreizn or domestic, by one or more 
original packages or pieces, at one time to the same 
person;’’ so that the paragraph will read: 

23. Peddlers shall be classified and rated as follows, to 
wit: when traveling with more than two horses, the first 
class, and shail pay twenty dollars tor each license ; when 
traveling with two horses, the second class, and shall pay 
fifteen dollars for each license; when traveling with one 
horse, the third class, and shall pay ten dollars for each 
license; when traveling on foot, the fourth class, and shall 
pay five dollars for each license. Any person who sells or 
offers to sell at retail, goods, wares, or other commodities, 
traveling from place to place in the street, or through dif- 
ferent parts of the country, shall be regarded a peddler 
under this act: Provided, That any peddler who sells, or 
offers to sell, as aforesaid, dry goods, foreign or domestic, 
by one or more original packages or pieces, at one time, tu 


| the same person, shall pay fifty dollars for each license. 


The amendment was adopted, 


Mr. SHERMAN. | offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the twenty-third 
paragraph: 

Provided further, That street venders of newspapers, 
magazines, or periodical publications, matches, apples, 
ora’ ges, or any description of fresh fruits, or confectionery, 
or nuts, who sell such commodities at certain stands upon 


| the street, or by perambulating the streets, whose gross 


receipts shall not exceed $1,000 per annum, shall not be 
deemed or taken to be peddlers, within the intent and 


| meaning of this act. 


The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HORTON, by unanimous consent, offered 
the following amendment, to come in between the 
twentieth and twenty-first paragraphs: 

Cattle brokers shall pay for each license the sum of ten 
dollars. Any person whose business it is to buy and sell 
and deal in cattle, hogs, and sheep, shall be regarded as a 
cattle broker. 


The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. HICKMAN, by unanimous consent, of- || 
| fered the following amendment as a new para- 
The question recurred on Mr. Rice’s motion || 


graph, to come in after the seventeenth: 

Jugglers shall pay for each license twenty dollars. Any 
person who performs by slight of hand, or feats of prestidigi 
tation, shall be regarded as a juggler under this act. 

Mr. SEDGWICK. I move to amend the defi- 
nition so as to make it include everybody who 
owns ajug. [Laughter.] 

The amend ment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BLAKE, by unanimous consent, offered 
the following as a new paragraph to come inafter 
the twentieth: 

Dog dealers shall pay for each license the sum of one 
dollar. Any person who Keeps a dog of any kind shall be 
regarded as a dog dealer under this act. 

lam informed, Mr. Chairman, that during the 
past year there have been seventy-five thousand 


sheep killed by dogsin the State ofOhio. Although 


I move to amend the para- | 











members, yet I regard itasa very important prop- 
osition. A very large tax might be raised from jt 
and we would be taxing a very useless animal.’ 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I suggest to the 
gentleman from Ohio that his amendment would 
come in more properly on page 76, schedule A 
under the heading of ** slaughtered cattle, hogs 
and sheep.’ tg 

Mr. STEVENS. I would suggest to the gen. 
tleman that if he puts a tax of one dollar on each 
dog, instead of on each dog holder, I will vote 


for it. 

Mr. BLAKE. I think that we can get a tax 
much easier from the dog holder than from the 
dog. 

Mr. STEVENS. Buta man may keep ten dogs 
under this amendment, and pay but one dollar, 
I think he should be made to pay a dollar for each, 

Mr. BLAKE. I withdraw my amendment for 
the present, 

Mr. JOHNSON. I move to amend the twenty- 
third paragraph, by adding the following proviso: 

Provided further, That brewers and bottlers or manufae- 
turers Of mineral waters who deliver their goods and wares 
to their customers shall not be deemed peddlers within the 
ineaning of this act. 

We already tax brewers in several ways. | 
desire by this amendment to prevent the taxing 
of their wagous which go about the streets to de- 
liver goods to their customers. To guard against 
difficulty on that seore | offer this amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The gentleman 
will see on looking at the sixty-fourth section that 
this paragraph does not apply to persons who sell 
their own productions, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TRAIN. I move to strike out allafter the 
word **shall’’ in line one hundred and seventy- 
five, down to and ineluding the word * shall’? in 
line one handred and eighty-one, so that the par- 
agraph will read, ‘* peddlers shall pay five dollars 
for each license.’’ We have already imposed a 
tax of fifty dollars on every wholesale merchant. 
Mr. Stewart, the eminent New York merchant, 
pays fifty dollars a year, and does a business of 
$10,000,000. It is the same with Mr. James M. 
Beebe, of Boston. A peddler who runs a couple 
of wagons and does a business of $10,000 year, 
has to pay, under the bill, twenty dollars. In 
New England it is not always the man who owns 
the goods who peddles them; but merchants em- 
ploy men who own wagons and horses to sell 
goods for them by peddling. These merchants 
have regular lines of customers in this way, as 
well as the men who do business in regular es- 
tablishments. For instance, a manufacturer of 
cigars has a line of customers whom he supplies 
through the agency of peddlers. And so with 
confectioners, and so with stationers, and with all 
the various classes of business that such men 
woulddo,. Their whole business would not amount 
to $50,000 a year, yet under this provision of the 


| bill you would require such an establishment to 


pay a license of eighty dollars. My proposition 
is, that such an establishment shall pay five dol- 
lars for every man whom they employ to drivea 
veddler’s wagon. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I willsayasingle 


_ word to show the injustice of the amendment of 


the gentleman from Massachusetts. Here isaman 
who is only able, from his own means, to fit upa 
veddler’s wagon, which he drives himself; and 
Saees is another man who is able to fit out twenty 


| wagons, which he employs persons todrive. Now, 


| does not justice require that he should pay as much 


in proportion to the amount of business done by 
him as the poor man pays for his one wagon? I 
seé no impropriety in requiring these men to pay 
for their licenses in proportion to the amount of 
business they do. I hope the amendment will not 
be adopted. : 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. EDWARDS. I move to insertin the one 


| hundred and eighty-second line, after the word 


‘**Jicense,’’ these words: 
Provided, That any person who shall pay for any license 


| in this paragraph mentioned, shall not be liable to pay for 


any license in the same of less price. 
Mr. Chairman, I do not suppose the intention 


_ of the Committee of Ways and Means, in drawing 


this amendment, was to require peddlers to pay 
two licenses, and it may be that the paragraph 


. will bear the construction intended. I think, how- 
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ever, from the reading of it, a construction may || 


be given which would require a single peddler to 
nay every license the paragraph provides for. 
The bill reads: 


THE CONGRE 


93. Peddlers shall be classified and rated as follows, to | 


wit: when traveling with more than two horses, the first 
class. and shall pay twenty dollars for each license ; when 
traveling with two horses, the second class, and shall pay 


fifteen dollars for each license ; when traveling with one | 


horse, the third class, aud shall pay ten dollars for each 
license; When traveling on foot, the fourth class, and shall 
pay five dollars for each license. 


Now, the same peddler may a portion of the 


year travel with four horses, another portion of | 
the year he may travel with two horses, another 


with one horse, and perhaps another portion on 


foot. Lamnotsure that this provision, as it stands, | 


would not require him to pay the license attached 


to each class of peddlers. To make the provision | 


more definite, therefore, I hope this amendment 
will not be adopted. 
Mr. STEVENS. 
subject, the gentleman’s object could be better 
accomplished by inserting in the clause providing 
for the second class the words ‘* when not travel- 
ing with more than two horses,’’ and so, in the 
paragraph relating to the third class, insert ‘* when 
traveling with not more than one horse.”’ 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I cannot see the | 
difficulty the gentleman from New Hampshire | 
suggests in comprehending this section as itstands. | 


The licenses upon peddlers are rated according to 
the class within which they come. Now, ifaman 
pays for the highest license, of course he would 
not be called on to pay anything further. I see 
no necessity, therefore, for the amendment, and 
hope it will not be adopted. 


Mr. EDWARDS. Suppose he travels a por- 


tion of the year with two horses, and then travels | 
with four horses, will he not have to take out | 


new licenses for the different class within which 
he brings himself? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think, if he 
desires four horses any portion of the time, he 
ought to pay the highest license. 

Mr. EDWARDS. But he ought not to pay for 
two licenses. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If he pays the 
highest license, that is all he will have to pay. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. SHEFFIELD. I move to amend by add- 


ing a fifth class, namely: ‘‘ any person who ped- 


dies jewelry shall pay twenty-five dollars.”” My 
reason for offering this amendment is that a great 
number of persons who travel with three or four 
horses—as some of them do in New Hampshire 
—carry stoves, and carry very little in value. The 
Jew who travels on foot, and peddles jewelry, 
may carry goods of much more value, and they 
can a great deal better afford to pay a large license 
than the person who may drive four horses. I 
hope the amendment will be adopted. 
he amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move to insert in the one 
hundred and eighty-second line, after the word 
‘** bersons,’’ the words ‘* excepting persons ped- 
dling newspapers.’’ I do not think we ought to 
tax the newsboys. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WRIGHT. I move to amend inline one 
hundred and eighty-four, by striking out after the 
word **place,’’ the words “‘in the street, or through 
different parts of the country.’? The clause now 
reads: 


Any person who sells or offers to sell, at retail, goods, 
wares, or other commodities, traveling from place to place, 
in the street, or through different parts of the country, shall 
be regarded a peddier under this act. 

As I understand the section as it now stands, a 
peddler may erecta booth, or may go into a build- 
ing, and thus evade the requirement that he shall 
pay a license, because he does not come within 
the definition traveling “through different parts 
of the country.’’ I desire to provide that where 
ever he is he shall pay his license. If gentlemen 
will look at the section as it stands they will see 
tliat the construction | place upon it is right. A 
peddler may come into a town with his establish- 
ment, and by selling ina booth or building evade 
the requirement of the law. 

Mr. STEVENS. If he evades the payment of 
a peddier’s license by that means, he will have to 
pay a retailer’s license. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


If there isany doubt on that | 





st 





Mr. SEDGWICK. I move to amend by add- 
ing at the end of the paragraph, as follows: 
Provided further, That any person who has a license as 


wholesale dealer, may employ peddlers to sell his goods 
without further or other license. 


I desire to say in answer to what has been said 
by some member of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, that this bill does not undertake to charge 
men for licenses in proportion to the amount of 
business done, or capital employed by them, be- 
cause wholesale dealers or wholesale merchants 
doing a business of five or ten millions of dollars 
do not pay in proportion to the amount of their 


ness, whether more or less is done by them. 


Now, the wholesale merchants who pay fifty | 


dollars license under this bill, and send their clerks 
through the country from one end of the year to 
the other, selling goods by sample, selling hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars worth of goods, pay 
no more than if the goods were sold at the counter 
to their city customers, yet the man who instead 
employs a peddler with a wagon and two horses 
| to sell the goods themselves, although he does not 
| sell a hundredth part as much as the clerk who 
goes about the country selling goods by sample, 
must pay five, ten, fifteen, or twenty dollars in 
addition, in the shape of an additional license. I 
therefore hope this qualification will be made, 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The gentleman 
from New York is entirely mistaken in the illus- 
tration which he gives. In the fourteenth para- 
graph it will be seen that any person who receives 
orders for unbroken packages is charged a license 
of fifty dollars. In section sixty-four it is pro- 
vided that the manufacturer shall not be compelled 
to take out a license for the sale of his goods, but 


peddlers as he shall see fit. 

Mr. SEDGWICK. 
the gentleman refers relates to a description of 
commercial brokers, which does notat all describe 
the class of persons who go about the country 
selling goods by sample; it describes an entirely 
different class of persons. 


Mr.STEVENS. For the purpose of enabling 


ment by striking out the word ‘‘ persons.’? Mr. 
Chairman, we require the country merchants to 
take out licenses every where, and if these peddlers 
are to be permitted to come into competition with 
them from the large cities, and do the business 
which they ought to do, it seems to me that we 
should be doing a great injustice. 
almost everywhere peddlers are taxed. 
that peddlers who come into the country from the 
| large establishments in the cities to interfere with 
the regular business of the country ought to be 
required to pay a license. 
ment to the amendment. 


disagreed to. 

Mr. EDWARDS. 
ing: 

And any peddler of a lower class may, during any year, 
have a license fora higher class by paying the difference in 
the licenses for the two classes for the residue of said year. 

If we are to legislate in relation to peddlers, I 
think that we ought to legislate consistently and 
justly, as we would so far as any other class is 
concerned. If they change their business during 
the year, they ought not to be compelied to pay 
for the different licenses under the several classi- 
fications in this bill. It seems to me to be equi- 
table to charge them only the difference between 
their present licenses and the ones they may de- 
sire to exchange for. The Government will not 
be the loser under my amendment, and justice 
will be done to this class. They will pay the dif- 
ference between the amount of the license they 
hold and the amount of the one they desire for the 
remainder of the year. I hope the amendment will 
be agreed to. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. The object, or at 
least the effect of the amendment, is to permit ped- 
dlers to take out licenses for less than a year. 

Mr. EDWARDS. No, sir. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. The gentleman 
| may not intend that, but that will be the effect of 
| it. The peddler may change his license if he 
| changes his business. If he increases his business 
| then he can change his license. If he only had 
two horses he can change and take out a license 


I move to add the follow- 
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business; but it is for carrying on a certain busi- 


itisentirely unreasonable thatthe wholesale dealer || 
should fill up the whole country with as many | 


The paragraph to which | 
me to say a word, I move to amend the amend- | 


In the States 
I think 


I withdraw my amend- || 


The amendment offered by Mr. Sepe@wick was | 
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for four horses. Now, lam against this whole 
| thing; and [ do especially object to this class of 

peddlers. They pursue an illegitimate kind of 

traffic, and ] think that they are taxed too low in 

the bill. I would tax them heavily. They are 
| mostly a class of sharpers, who go out into the 
country with an inferier stock of articles, which 
they impose upon all whom they can overreach. 
1 mean the clock peddlers, the peddlers of pinch- 
beck jewelry, and so on, They swindle all they 
can, and they ought to be made to pay the heaviest 
tax, even if it were to destroy them altogether, I 
do not think that they deserve any consideration 
at our hands. If there be any who favor the ped- 
dlers of wooden clocks and nutmegs, I want the 
committee to know that there are none such in 
Illinois. Iam opposed to the amendment of the 
gentleman from New Hampshire, and | hope that 
| it will be rejected. 

On a division there were—ayes 26, noes 60; no 
quorum voting. 

Mr. EDWARDS demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Epwarps 
and CrisFiELD were appointed, 

The committee was divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 17, noes 15; no quorum voting. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. There was an exception 
|| from the action of this paragraph in favor of the 
| dealers of newspapers, and I desire to have ex- 
| cepted another class of benevolent persons—I 
mean the colporteurs of Bibles and religious tracts, 
They do not go upon the principle of compensa- 
tion. If they cannot sell their Bibles and religious 
works, then they give them away. They are the 
agents of Bible societies and other religious asso- 
ciations. I do not think that this class of persons 
ought to be taxed, and I therefore move to except 
them from the operation of this paragraph. 

Mr. BIDDLE. The word colporteur is the 
French for peddler, or any one who carries articles 
for sale suspended around his neck, andl suggest 
to the gentleman from Kentucky ehe use of Eng- 
| lish words. I move toamend his amendment by 
| inserting the words “tracts or other religious 

works,’’ which will cover all that the gentleman 
designs to accomplish. 
| Mr. WICKLIFFE. I presume that the word 
|| colporteur is as well understood as any other word 
in our language. It means those who are em- 
ployed by Bible societies to go around the country 
for the purpose of distributing Bibles and religious 
| tracts. They sell their books if they can, and it 
they cannot, then they give them away. They 
are known everywhere as colporteurs. But] am 
| willing to adopt any language that will carry out 
the object I have in view. I want all of those ex- 
cepted from the operation of this paragraph who 
are engaged in distributing copies of the Bible and 
religious tracts. They generally are the agents 
of Bible societies. 

Mr. BIDDLE. My amendment to the amend- 
ment is to insert the words * Bibles or religious 
tracts.”’ ‘ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and then the amendment, as amended, was 
| adopted, 

The twenty-fourth paragraph: 

24. Apothecaries shall pay ten dollars for each license. 

| Every person who keeps a shop or building where medi- 

| cines are compounded or prepared according to preserip- 
tions of physicians, and sold, shall be regarded an apoth- 
ecary under this act. 

Mr. ROLLINS, of New Hampshire. I move to 
add the following: 

But wholesale and retail dealers having taken out a li- 
cense therefor shall not be required to take out a license as 
apothecary, anything in this act to the contrary notwith- 

| standing. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The twenty-fifth paragraph: 

25. Manufacturers shall pay ten dollars for each license. 
Any person or persons, firms, companies, or corporations, 
who shall manufacture by hand or machinery, and offer for 
sale any goods, wares, or merchandise, exceeding annually 
the sum of $1,000, shall be regarded a manufacturer undea 
this act. 

Mr. WALLACE, of Pennsylvania. I move 

_ to strike out ‘*$1,000,”’ and in lieu of it to insert 
‘* $3,000.’ These small manufacturers may not 
be able to pay the tax of ten dollars for a license, 
and I think that it will be seen that my amend- 
| ment is 4 proper one. 
| Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. It seems to me 
| that the whole paragraph ought to be stricken out, 
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and I make that motion. 
one of the features of this bill is to impose special 
burdens upon the manufacturing industry of the 
country. Those who have given attention to the 
bill will not have failed to discover that the manu- 
facturers are to be taxed already upon their in- 
come, and three per cent, upon the amount of their 
manufactures. L cannot sce any reason myself 
why to the tax for the privilege of doing business, 
the tax on income, and the tax specifically on the 
munufactures, there should be added this addi- 
tional tax, 

Mr. HOOPER. The object of the committee 
In putting in this paragraph was not so much to 
impose a tax as to regulate the business of man- 
ufacturers to a certain extent. The manufacturers 
are required to pay a tax on their products, and 
it was supposed that it would facilitate the oper- 
ations of the assessor and collector to compel the 
manufacturers to take out a license. The gentle- 
man will notice that the rate of license is the 
lowest one in the bill. It is only ten dollars, and 
can hardly be considered burdensome upon the 
manutacturers, 


It appears to me that | 
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Now, it seems to me that as every manufac- 
turer is required by a subsequent section of this 
bill to make a certain return monthly, it will be 
very easy to ascertain who are manufacturers by 
these returns. Atany rate, it is very unjust that 
we should tax those persons who are manufac- 
turers ten dollars for a license. This manufac- 
turers’ tax will operate as severely upon the con- 
stituency I represent as upon any other constitu- 
ency which is represented upon this floor. I 
intend, at the proper time, to present an amend- 
ment to the bill, with a view of relieving them— 
if the House shall see fit to do so—from some 
part of the burden which it is proposed to impose 
upon them. . If it is necessary that this extraor- 
dinary burden should be imposed upon the man- 


| ufacturing interest for the purpose of supporting 


and sustaining the Government, why we accept 
the burden. But unless it is, for one I shall en- 
deavor to do what I can to ameliorate the condi- 
tion of this important interest of the country, and 


| I begin here by favoring the proposition of my 
| friend from Massachusetts to strike out this sec- 


Mr. WICKLIFFE. I oppose thisamendment. | 


3y the law of the last session, a man who owns 

only $500 worth of real estate is exempted from 
taxation. Iam against that system of taxation. 
It is not necessary for us to adopt it in this bill. 
‘There is no man who is fitto be an American citi- 
zen, and owns a house fit to live in, who is not 
willing to be taxed to the extent of his property. 
Why exempt him? 


tion of the bill. 
The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 


Mr. EDWARDS. I move to amend the amend- 


| ment by striking out ‘* $3,000” and inserting 


| 4 %”? 
** $2,000. 


I see a farther objection to this exception in 


favor of manufacturers, There are a great many 
manufacturers in this country who do not make 
and vend goods to the amount of $1,000. Why 
shouid they not be taxed upon the articles they 


I shall not undertake to support this 
motion by declaiming against manufacturers for 
the purpose of determining the question by ex- 
citing prejudice. I do not think that is the char- 


acter Which our legislation should assume. But, | 


if | were governed by the action of this House a 


| few moments since, | should be in favor of the 


manufacture in the proportion that others are | 
taxed? This isa Government of law. The people | 


of the United States are all protected by them in 
theory, and they oughtall to be in practice. Tax- 
ation, therefore, should be imposed upon all fairly 
and equitably, 
ing to lis property and possessions. 


least revenue. The amendment I proposed, and 
which might induce a man to take a higher class 
of business, and thus bring more money into the 


Treasury, was rejected, and for no earthly reason, 


| as I could determine, except that it would hold 


Every man ought to pay accord- | 
venture to | 


say that you may go through all portions of the | 


country and find thrifty men, men of energy, men 
of indastry—that class where you will find more 


of patriotism than you will find among the men 
of wealth. 


carried on. 


facturer, who does not make $1,000 worth a year, 


will transfer his products to the large shoe mer- | 


ehant wherever he may be found, and that pro- 


though the consumer wil! be charged the same || 


amount as though the tax had been paid. There- || 


fore, | am opposed to the amendment. 

Mr. MORRIS. LI move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out $1,000,’’ and inserting 
** $600."") My object in moving the amendment 


is to compare Chis twenty-fifth paragraph with the | 
‘This paragraph provides | 
that any person who shall manufacture and offer | 


seventy-first section. 


for sale any goods, wares, and merchandise eX- 
ceeding, annually, the sum of $1,000, shall be 
regarded as a manufacturer under this act. By 


the seventy-first section it is provided that all || 


goods, wares, and merchandise, or articles man- 
ufactared or made and sold, except spirituous and 
malt liquors, and leaf, stem, or manufactured to- 
bacco, Where the annual product shall not exceed 
the sum of $600, shall be exempt from duty. Now, 
I cannot reconcile these provisions. By this twen- 


ty-fifth paragraph it is provided that any person | 


whoshall manufacture $1,000 worth of goods shall 
be regarded as a manufacturer, and pay a license 
of ten dollars. By the seventy-first section any 
person who manufactures not exceeding $600 
worth, shall be exempt from duty. It seems to 
me that these provisions ought to harmonize, 
and therefore I move to strike out ** $1,000’ and 
insert ** $600.’’ 

Mr. SHEFFIELD. If the only reason for 
keeping this paragraph in the bill is the one sag- 
gested by the gentleman from the Suffolk district 
on the Committee of Ways and Means, it seems 
to me it ought to be stricken out entirely; and 
therefore | am opposed to the amendment. ‘The 
reason suggested by him is to enable the tax to 


be assessed upon all persons who are manufac- 
turers. 





out an inducement to a class of our citizens to raise 
their business and bring more money into the 
Treasury than otherwise would be broughtin. If, 
therefore, I shall vote for the amendment which 
has been proposed by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, it will be on these two grounds: first, 
because there is in the community considerable 


) ; | prejudice against manufacturers, who are sup- 
Ido not know how itis in that part || j 


of the Union where manufactures are principally | 
If, sir, itis right to tax large manu- | 
facturers of shoes, for instance, the small manu- | 


posed to roll in wealth; and secondly, because it 

will bringless money intothe Treasury, ifadopted, 

than will be brought in if the bill stands as it is. 
I withdraw my amendment to the amendment. 
The amendment was not agreed to. 


The question recurring upon the motion to 


duct of his labor will be excepted from taxation, || strike out the amendment, 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, withdrew the 
motion. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. With the design 
to meet the views of my venerable friend upon the 
other side of the House, in whose views my judg- 
ment very generally concurs, I will move, in order 


| to equalize taxation upon all the interests of the 


country, to insert after ** manufacturers,”’ the 
words ** farmers, planters, and miners.”’ 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. WORCESTER. I move to amend by in- 
serting after the word ** merchandise,’’ in line one 
hundred and ninety-six, the words ‘ or other 
commodities;”’ and after the word ‘‘ exceeding”’ 
striking out the words * annually the sum of one 
thousand,’ and inserting * the annual value of six 
hundred;’’ so that the clause shall read: 

Any person or persons, firms, companies, or corporations, 
who shall manufacture by hand or machinery, and offer for 
sale, any goods, wares, or merchandise, or other commod- 


ities, exceeding the annual value of $600, shall be regarded 
a manufacturer under this act. 


The amendment was not agreed to. 


The twenty-sixth subdivision was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Photographers shall pay ten dollars for each license. Any 
person or persons who makes for sale photographs, ambro- 
types, daguerreotypes, or pictures on glass, metal, or paper, 
by the action of light, shall be regarded a photographer 
under this act. 

Mr. PATTON. I move toamend by inserting 
after the word ** license,’ the words, “* when the 
receipts do not exceed $500; when over $500 and 
under $1,000, fifteen dollars; when over $1,000, 
twenty-five dollars.’” There are many persons 
engaged in this business whose receipts do not 
exceed $500. I propose to tax them ten dollars, 
while I would impose upon such establishments 


as Brady’s of this city, twenty-five dollars. | do 
, not think it fair that small establishments which 
goabout the country taking daguerreotypes should 
pay as high a tax as the one to which I have re. 
ferred. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I move the followine 
amendment, to come in at the end of subdivision 
No. 26: 

27. Lawyers shall pay ten dollars for each license. Every 
person who, for fee or reward, shall prosecute or defend any 
cause in any court of record of the United Stutes, or of any 
of the States, or give advice in relation to any cause or mat- 
ter pending therein, shall be deemed to be a lawyer within 
the meaning of this act. 

| 28. Physicians shall pay ten dollars for each license, 

| Every person (except apothecaries) who shail for fee or 

| reward prescribe medicine or perform any surgical opera- 
tion, for the cure of any bodily disease or ailing, shall be 
deemed a physician within the meaning of this act. 

29. Preachers and lecturers shall pay ten dollars for each 
license. Every person who shall have charge of a congre- 
gation, or who shall deliver any sermon, lecture, speech, 
or oration for compensation or reward, shall be deemed a 
preacher or lecturer within the meaning of this act: Pro- 

| vided, That preachers in charge of a congregation, whose 
annual salary does not exceed $509, shall not be required 
to take out a license. 


Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I call for a division 
of that amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. I move to amend the twenty- 
seventh subdivision, by striking out the same, and 
inserting the following: 

27. Lawyers who have been engaged in the practice of 
their profession for more than five years, shall pay for each 
license ten dollars ; those who have been engaged in practice 


for three years and less than five years, shall pay for each 
| license five dollars; and those who have been engaged in 


|| practice one year and less than three years, shall pay tor 
amendment, because it would be likely to yield the | 


each license three dollars. 


Mr. WICKLIFFE. 


I am opposed to that 
amendment. I want to place all lawyers upon an 
equality. They all claim equality in the courts, 
and if they are not able to pay ten dollars they 
should give up the profession. I think it would 
be a good thing to drive a good many of thein out 
of practice. [Laughter.] 
The amendment to the amendment was not 

| agreed to. 
Mr. DELANO. I move to amend the amend- 
| ment by adding to it as follows: 
Provided nevertheless, It is not only not forbidden, but 


expressly recommended by this House that lawyers shail 
charge the amount of said license to their clients. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
amendment is not in order. 

Mr. MENZIES. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out * ten dollars,’’ and inserting 
**twenty-five dollars.”” As my colleague [Mr. 
Wicxuirre] has suggested, a lawyer who cannot 
afford to pay this amount for a Ecnisties, has no 
business to be a lawyer at all. If it is proper to 
| make lawyers pay a tax to the Government fora 
license, it is justas reasonnble to make the license 
twenty-five dollars as to charge that amount for 
any other license required by the bill. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I am opposed to the 
amendment to the amendment, for the reason that 
I believe it will tend to defeat the amendment al- 
together. I am willing to impose as high a tax 
upon professional men as any gentleman here who 
desires in good faith that such a tax should be 
| imposed; but inasmuch as I think the object of 
the amendment to the amendment is to defeat the 
whole, I am opposed to it, and hope that it will 
be rejected. 


| Mr. Menzres’s amendment to the amendment 
was rejected. 


Mr. WICKLIFFE. I move to amend the 
amendment by inserting after the words ‘* court 
of record,’’ the words * or other judicial tribunal.” 
We have agreat many lawyers who never go into 
a court of record, but who practice in the country 
courts. I do not know what they are called. 








1 I think it ought to be adopted. 


Theamendmentto the amendment wasagreed to. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. [I offer the following as 


Each and every candidate for office, either municipal, 
State, or Federal, shall pay a license of three dollars. 


The CHAIRMAN. TheChairdoubts whether 
_ this amendment is germane to the pending amend- 


| 
H an amendment to the amendment: 
| 
| 
1} 


‘| ment. Asa new paragraph it would be in order. 


| Mr. WADSWORTH. 


I will offer it as a dis- 
aph. I doitin perfect good faith, and 
If as many men 


| tinet 


run for office hereafter as run now, we shail gain 


1862 


—_— 


a large 
so muc 
The ; 
now in 
Mr. 
ment b 
whata 
is well 
definiti 
ment. 
benefit 
person 
clusive 
preven 
the pea 
ness, ¢ 
term 
out th 
The 
agree¢ 
Mr. 
so mo 
“ whic 
or to 
objec 
ss Obj 
Th 
can n 
have 
modi 
Mr 
the a 
busin 
Th 
M: 
ment 
An 
allow 


Th 
M 


men! 
Me 
Prov 
const 
for. 
Repr 
elect 
this ¢ 
+r 
ame 
be 1 
ame 
WN 
whe 


ray 
TI 
[M 


par 
for, 
ar 
. I 
the 
&c 
or 
cat 








1862. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1365 





’ 





a large revenue; and if it decreases the number, 


so much the better. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not 
now in order. 

Mr. WILSON. I move to amend the amend- 
whata lawyer is. 1 think that the term lawyer 
is well enough understood, without the statutory 
definition and limitation embraced in the amend- 
ment. This license will certainly work great 
benefit to the lawyers, because it will compel all 
persons to go to a lawyer, to those engaged ex- 
clusively in the profession, for advice. It will 
prevent persons all over the country—justices of 
the peace and others—from attending to legal busi- 
ness, or giving any counsel or advice. I think the 
term ‘*lawyer’’ is well enough understood with- 
out the definition. 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. If it is in order, I will 
so modify my amendment as that it shall read, 
‘‘whose business it is to prosecute and defend 
or to give advice,’? &c. That will obviate the 
objection of the gentleman from Iowa. [Cries of 
Object!” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
can move to amend his amendment, but as votes 
have been taken on the amendment, he cannot 
modify it, except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I move, then, to amend 
the amendment by inserting the words, ‘* whose 
business it is.”’ 

Theamendmentto the amendment wasagreed to. 


Mr. PORTER. I move to amend the amend- 
ment, by adding at the end of it the following: 

And no lawyer who refuses to pay such license shall be 
allowed to practice in any such court or tribunal. 

Theamendmenttothe amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. POTTER. I move to amend the amend- 
ment, by adding to it as follows: 

Members of Congress shall pay a license of ten dollars: 
Provided, Thatif they have been returned to more than two 
consecutive Congresses an additional license shall be paid 
for. Any person who shall consent to be a candidate for 
Represeutative in Congress with the expectation of being 


elected, shall be considered a member of Congress under 
this act. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
amendment out of order at this stage. It would 
be in order as a new paragraph, but not as an 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I propose to insert 
what I send to the Clerk’s desk as a new para- 

raph. 
, The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Penpieton] has moved to add three new 
paragraphs. A division of the question was called 
for; and we are now considering the first of those 
paragraphs, 

Mr. SARGENT. I[ suggest an amendment to 
the amendment. It now reads *‘ every person,”’ 
&c., who gives advice ‘‘in relation to any cause 
or matter.’’ I move to strike out the words “ any 
cause or matter,’’ and insert **causes or matters.’’ 

Mr. PENDLETON. I accept that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MENZIES. I move now to amend the 
amendment by striking out “ ten dollars’’ and in- 
serting ** twenty dollars.’’ I will say to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Penpieton] that I made 
the other proposition to increase the charge to 
twenty-five dollars with no purpose whatever to 
defeat hisamendment. But I think it more reason- 
able and just that the price of a lawyer’s license 
should be twenty or twenty-five dollars than ten 
dollars, because that is as cheap a license as any 
that has been inserted in the bill. 

But | wish to make another suggestion. Will 
not the payment of this license to the Government 
of the United States authorize a man to practice 
whether he has procured a license upon an exam- 
ination under the State law or not? I think the 
gentleman from Ohio ought to have accepted the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Iowa, and let 
the term lawyer go without any definition. In 
every State a lawyer must have a license from a 
court upon an examination, before he can prac- 
tice. Now, after we have defined what shall be 
the business of a lawyer, if a man pays this fee 
and says that he intends to follow that business, 
is he not a lawyer whether he has passed an ex- 


imation and procured a license from the court or 
not? s 


j 


| 
| 
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| stitutional provision, every citizen is allowed to | 
ment by striking out that part of it which defines || 


| Government.”’ 


| States Government. 


| pay their license. 


Mr. PORTER. The gentleman is mistaken in | 


| saying that in every State a man is required to 


pass an examination and obtain a license from a | 
court before he can practice. In Indiana, by con- 


practice law. 

Mr. MENZIES. They are constitutional law- 
yers, then. (Laughter.] 

Mr. Penpieton’s amendment as amended was 
read, as follows: eo 

Lawyers shall pay ten dollars fer each license. Every 
person whose business itis, for fee or reward, to prosecute 
or defend any cause in any court of record or other judicial 
tribunal of the United States or of any of the States, or give 
advice in relation to causes or matters pending therein, 
shall be deemed to be a lawyer within the meaning of this 
act; and no lawyer who refuses to pay such license shall 
be allowed to practice in any such court or tribunal. 


Mr. RICE, of Maine. I move to amend the 


amendment by inserting the words ‘ or before 
the Executive Departments of the United States 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not in 
order at this stage. 

Mr. ROSCOECONKLING. Would it be in 
order to amend so as to include all other public 
teachers and benefactors? 

The CHAIRMAN. No furtheramendment is 
in order at this time. 

The question was taken on Mr. Menzies’s 


Mr. RICE, of Maine. I now move to amend 
the amendment by inserting in its proper place the 
words ‘‘ or Executive Departments ef the United 
*» I want to bring pension 
agents and land-warrant agents within the defini- 
tion of lawyers. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I hope that amendment || 
will not be adopted. I have no objection to it at 
all as a separate section; but it seems to me that 
claim agents do not come properly within the 
definition of lawyers. Persons who are lawyers 
may prosecute these claims; and if they do they 
If the gentleman from Maine 
will propose his amendment as a separate para- 
graph I will vote for it; but I hope it will not be 
ingrafted on this paragraph. 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. I cannot see why my 
amendment is not germane and appropriate here. | 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in order. 


Mr. Rice’s amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 


Mr. WHEELER. I offer the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: 
No member of Congress shall make a set speech upon 


any other subject than that directly before the House witl- 


out a special license, for which he shall pay the sum of fifty 
dollars. 


The CHAIRMAN, TheChair doubts whether 
that is in order. 

The question was taken on Mr. PenpLeton’s 
amendment, asthe twenty-seventh paragraph,and 
it was adopted. 

Mr. PenpLeton’s amendment, as the twenty- 
eighth paragraph, was reported, as follows: 

Physicians shall pay ten dollars for each license. Every 
person, except apothecaries, who shall for fee or reward 
prescribe remedies or perform any surgical operation for the 
cure of any bodily disease or ailing, shall be deemed a phy- 
sician within the meaning of this act. 

Mr. WALLACE, of Pennsylvania. I oppose 
the amendment. I understand that the object of 
this bill is to tax luxuries, and exempt, as far as 
possible, necessities. 

Mr. PHELPS, of California. I would like to 
inquire in what category the gentleman would 
place lawyers, whether as luxuries or necessi- 
ties? 

Mr. WALLACE, of Pennsylvania. I deem 
law a luxury, and medicine a blessing; and I think 
that medicine should not be taxed. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I move the same 
amendment as was adopted to the other para- 
graph, to make it read “* whose business it is,’ &c. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I accept that modifica- 
tion. 

Mr. WRIGHT. 
ing dentists. 

ir. SHERMAN. I shall vote for introducing 
this paragraph, and I shall do so in good faith. 
Every regularly-educated physician will be per- | 
fectly willing to pay the license. I know that || 
every quack will be anxious to pay it. A license || 
from the Federal Government for these men to || 
practice would be the best, and in most cases 











I move to amend by includ- 


the only diploma they have. 
paragraph. 
The question was taken on Mr. Wareut's 


I shall vote for this 


| amendment to the amendment, and it was adopted. 


Mr: VAN HORN. 


I move to amend the 


/amendment by reducing the license from ten to 


five dollars. 
The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. WILSON. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by including surgeons. 
Mr. PENDLETON. 1 do not think that prop- 


osition material; but if the committee thinks that 
it is, I have no objection. 

Mr. Witson’s amendment to the amendment 
was adopted. 


Mr. DELANO. 


I move to amend the amend- 


ment by adding the words “ veterinary surgeons 
| in good and regular standing.”’ 


The amendment to the amendment was rejected, 


The question recurred on Mr, Penpieron’s 
amendment, as amended, as the twenty-eighth 
paragraph, and it was adopted. 


Mr. Penp.Leton’s amendment, as the twenty- 
ninth paragraph, was reported, as follows: 

Preachers and lecturers shall pay ten dollars for each 
license. Every person who shall have charge of a congre- 
gation, or who shall deliver any sermon, lecture, speech, 
or oration, for compensation or reward, shall be deemed a 


; , | preacher or lecturer within the meaning of this act: Pro- 
| amendmenttotheamendment, and it was rejected. || 


vided, That preachers in eharge of a congregation, whose 
annual salary does not exceed $500, shall not be required 
to take out a license. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I suppose that amendment 
cannot be offered in earnestness, so far at least as 
preachers are concerned. Everybody knows that 
they labor almost gratuitously, or, at most, earn 
but a fair living; and I suppose that no one se- 
riously thinks of taxingthem. I hope, therefore, 
without occupying the time of the committee, that 
the amendment will be voted down, 

Mr. WRIGHT. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out all referring to preachers. 

The amendment to the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the word * lecturers,’’ and 
inserting in lieu of it the words ** mothers of fam- 
ilies”? 

Mr. WRIGHT. Within the last few years 
the lecturing business has become a distinct occu- 
pation in this country. All the literary institu- 
tions which issue invitations to distinguished gen- 
tlemen are in the habit not only of paying their 
expenses but of giving them liberal compensation, 
If we tax other occupations and professions | do 
not see any reason why we should not tax public 
lecturers. I am opposed, as the committee has 
almost unanimously shown itself to be, to any tax 
upon the Gospel. That ought to come free and 
without restraint. I rejoice that the committee 
has shown sach good sense in its conclusion on 
this subject. 

The question was taken on Mr. Davis’s amend- 
ment to the amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. HOOPER. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by inserting *‘authors.’’ While I do so I 
am opposed to the amendment entirely. On the 
seventy-fourth page of the bill, in the section in 
regard to manufacturers, we have exempted all 
printed books, magazines, map prints, views, and 
other publications. I think that while we have 
exempted from taxation the diffusion of knowl- 
edge by printed documents, we should not under- 
take to tax the diffusion of knowledge by the oral 
process. I hope the paragraph will be rejected. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The proposi- 
tion under consideration is confined to lecturers, 
comprising something less, I suppose, than one 
hundred persons. Now, I putitto the committee 
whether itis disposed to tax such menas Artemus 
Ward ten dollars for going around and amusing the 
country? This proposition would place a tax on 
every gentleman who might be called upon to give 
a lecture anywhere. No one knows better than 
yourself, Mr. Chairman, that even members of 
Congress are sometimes called on to take a little 
fee and. reward for delivering a lecture. 1 hope 
no such amendment will be adopted, 

Mr. HOOPER. I withdraw my amendment to 
the amendment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. There is another class of 
meritorious citizens entirely overlooked. I move 
to insert, after the word * lecturers,’”’ the words 
‘* bachelors of twenty years’ standing.”’ (Laugh- 
ter.] 





1366 eel 


Mr. MALLORY. 

Py Vi nia rit t) 

f ‘ it ad re ward 7 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will state that 


that amendment would be disrespectful *to the 


Dovs the gentleman from 
to say, ** bachelors without 


Speaker of the HLlouse, and therefore cannot be 
rewarded as in order, [Laughter.]} 

Mr. CAMPBELL. ‘Then I withdraw it. 
Mr. EDWARDS. 


It is true, Mr. Chairman, that there are some per- 
sons in the community who ara, | understand, 
doing a very good business by lecturing around 
the country at the request of certain literary asso- 
ciations Perhaps a few of them could afford to 
pay the small amountin the shape of license which 
it is proposed to require out of their receipts, but 
the number is very small. The gentleman has 


spoken of the number to whom the amendment | 


would apply as one hundred, In my judgment, 
there are not fifty who could pay the tax. 


Then the inquiry arises, if you require the li- || 


cense, who pays it? It is those who are paying 
these other taxes, If you send for a lecturer he 
fixes the price, and there is not competitionenough | 
in the business, or perhaps not disposition enough 
upon the part of the public, to reduce the price he 
asks. Then, again, ] say, who pays it? Why, | 
the people who go to hear the lecture. It comes | 
from the ten, fifteen, or twenty-five cents which | 
each hearer pays for the lecture, and it is these 
eople that you are taxing and not the lecturer. 
hey may be a distinct class or profession in the 
future in the country, but for the present 1 would 
about as soon tax the schoolmaster as the lecturer. 
Mr. STEVENS. Ido not rise to oppose the | 
amendment but to express my regret that a bill of 
this character should be treated with the frivolity 
and levity, the melo-dramatic levity, that has char- 
acterized the treatment of this bill all the way 
through. We have not this day made progress | 
to the extent of two pages in the most unimportant 
portion of the bill. If the House is to continut 
to indulge in this course of proceeding we shall 
become the laugwhing-stock of the country. | 
Mr. EDWARDS. [hope the gentleman does 
not allude to me, | 
Mr. STEVENS. [do not allude to the gentle- 
man particularly. I ailude to everybody. 
Mr. EDWARDS. Lwithdraw my amendment. | 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move asasub- | 
stitute for the whole amendment submitted by the 
gentieman from Ohio, [Mr. Penpieron,] the fol- 
lowing: | 


29. Bakers shall pay ten dollars for each license. Any 
person Whose business it is to bake bread for sale shall bi 
regarded as a baker under this act. 

| 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that | 
the two paragraphs in relation to lawyers and phy- 
sicians have been voied in the bill, and it is notin | 
order to move to strike them out. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Then I will offer 
it as a substitute for the paragraph pending. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Is that amendment in 
order? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks it is not | 
germane, and therefore not in order. 

The last paragraphof Mr. PenpLeton’s amend- | 
ment, as amended, was disagreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I now move as 
an independent paragraph the amendment I indi- 
cated in relation to bakers. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I submit the 


following as an independent paragraph: 


29. Brick-makers shall pay ten dollars for each license. 


Any person who makes brick for sale shall be regarded a | 
brick-maker under this act, 





The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I move to amend 
by adding the following as an independent para- 
graph: 

All persons claiming to hold any persons to service for 
life ora term of years, under the laws of any State, shall 
for each person so held for life pay the sum of five dollars, 
and for every person so held tora term of years shall pay 
the sum of one dollar, 

I simply wish to make the remark that some of | 
my friends on the other side of the House on a | 
former occasion showed great anxiety to tax a | 
eertain class of persons, and some of our friends | 
on this side of the House showed an equal anx- 


icty to tax them, but they could not agree upon 
the exact mode b 





| 
| 
| 


I move to insert after the || 
word ‘lecturers,’’ the word ‘* schoolmasters.’? || 
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have offered this amendment hoping it would sat- | modes of enjoyment. From these illustrations | 


isfy them all. 

Mr. WILSON. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by adding at the end of it, as follows: 

And a failure to pay said sum as required by the provis 


ions of this act, shall forfeit the claim of the delinquent to 
the services of the person or persons so held by him to ser 


vice, and the person or persons so held shall be forever dis- | 


charged trom such service. 


M ESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Thecommittee rose informally; and the Speaker | 


having resumed the chair, a message was received 
from the Senate, by Mr. Forney, its Secretary, 
announcing that the Senate had passed a joint res- 


olution of the following title; in which he was di- | 


rected to ask the concurrence of the House: 
Joint resolution transferring the supervision of 
the Capitol extension and of the erection of the 
new dome to the Department of the Interior. 
The committee resumed its session, proceeding 
again to the consideration of the 


TAX BILL. 


Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. I understood, 
Mr. Chairman, at the last session, and I under- 
stand now, that those who object to a tax of this 
sort, do it upon the ground that by some impli- 
cation it would recognize the right or existence of 
property in man. Now, for one, I want to sig- 
nify my dissent to that proposition in all its bear- 
ings, as constituting an objection to a tax of this 


description. I am aware that since 1828, when, || 


1 believe, the discussion commenced, there has 
been in both Houses of Congress a grapple for the 


|| mastery between those who have asserted and 


those who have denied that slaves are to be deemed 
property. And although I know that in one as- 
pect it has been made an important question, I 
cannot but believe that in this present instance it 
is a question of metaphysics rather than anything 
else. 

Whether I should say that I have in my minor 


child or apprentice a special property, or whether | 


the phrase be that I have a right to the service of 
that child or apprentice, I cannot believe is, for 
a purpose like this, a very important question. 
** Property”’ is a word susceptible of very many 


| shades of distinction, qualification, and definition. 


I may throw my cigar in the fire and burn it. It 
is my property to the extent of absolute right. If 
I choose to annihilate it, as far as matter can be 
annihilated, nobody can deny my right to do so. 
Not so with my horse. I have no right to beat 
him cruelly nor to destroy him; the law will pun- 
ish me for such an act of ownership. Yet both 
are my property. And so in respect to other de- 
scriptions of property, the term is subject to a 


great variety of limitations, conditions, and quali- | 


fications. 

Now, sir, I do not care whether it be true or 
false that we recognize in slavery the existence of 
property, so far as regards mere correctness of 
expression. We tolerate, by usage and legisla- 


| tion, the right, if not the right the power, and the 





exercise of the power, which allows one man to 


|| enjoy the services of another. Whether it be cor- 
rect or not to use the phrase ‘* property”? in that | 


connection, | contend that no objection, growing 
out of that criticism, can be assigned to the impo- 


sition of taxes such as the amendment of the gen- | 


tleman from Missouri contemplates. 
Now, for illustration: that class of animals, de- 


scribed as fere natura are not subjects of prop- || 


erty. Atcommon law, you cannot sue for and 
recover damage to a dog, and I am not aware that 
it can be done under the laws of any State. 

A Memper. You can in my State. 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. You cannot in 
my State, and I apprehend that in most of the 


States you will find that dogs are in no legal sense | 


recognized as property. It has been so decided 
in New York by the court of dernier resort. 

Mr. SARGENT. They may be special prop- 
erty. 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. They are, per- 
haps, property by statute in some of the States. 
Well, sir, rattlesnakes are not property, yet when 
aman has a collection of rattlesnakes, or other 


reptiles and similar curiosities, you may impose | 


a tax upon them. Air is not the property of any 
individual, except that which he breathes, yet air 
has been taxed in England, first and last, for more 


i than a hundred years. ‘The elements are not 


y which it should be done. I i property, yet they are taxed in many different |. 


' 

| 

| provision. 
1} 

1} 

| 

| 


shall be understood in declaring that I do not care 
now whether slaves, in the strict sense of tho 
| word, are property or not. I maintain that, for 
all purposes involved in the pending amendment 
the distinction is rather one of words than con- 
stitutional law. Whether they are property or 
not you have the right to tax them in a suitable 
| mode and measure, and you can do it without 
solving the problem of casuistry or ethics, jf 
there be ethics in it, appertaining to the vexed 
|| query about the proper name whereby to know 
| the interest a master has in the service of his 
|| slave. 
I will vote with as much pleasure to tax this 
| recognized claim to service, which gentlemen on 
the one side call property, as to tax bullion; and 
| | would like, if I could, to induce the House to 
|| reconsider the opinion which was expressed by a 
| vote in July last. I would be glad to reverse the 
| opinion which the House seems to have adopted, 
that no tribute can be levied of the relationship of 
master and slave without making some fatal ad- 
| mission. I would chase away the idea that a tax 
on slaves will by some hook or crook or the other 
be spelled into a recognition of the right of man to 
hold property in man. The particular amend- 
| ment now pending may be open to objection, but 
there seems to me no difficulty in voting upon it 
without taking sides on the question whether 
| slaves are property or not. 

The question recurred on Mr. Wison’s amend- 
ment to the amendment; and on a division there 
| were—ayes 42, noes 52. 

Mr. WILSON demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Witson and 
CALVERT were appointed. 
| Theamendment to the amendment was rejected; 
| the tellers having reported—ayes 42, noes 59. 


| Mr. BINGHAM. I move to amend by redu- 





| cing the tax to four dollars. I make that motion 
for the purpose of opposing the amendment of the 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Biair.] I sub- 
mit that the tax proposed is a tax upon persons, 
not upon property, or profession, or business; and 
| IL should like to be informed where an attempt was 
| before made in the history of the Government to 
impose a tax upon persons except as a direct tax, 
| which, by the terms of the Constitution, is to be 
apportioned among the several States, according 
to their respective numbers of representative pop- 
ulation. Atthe last session this question wasup, 
| and the tax then imposed upon slaves was, by 
|| the terms of the bill, apportioned among the sev- 
| eral States according to representative population. 
It was then conceded to be a per capita or capita- 
|| tion tax. Whenever you levy a tax to be assessed 





|; upon the person, and not upon his property or 

business, such a tax is a capitation tax. I care 

| not whether the persons named are slaves or 

apprentices held for a term of years, as the sub- 

jects of taxation, such a tax is, by the terms of 

the Constitution, a capitation tax, and must be 
| apportioned. 

The Constitution declares that: 

“No capitation or other direct tax shall be laid unless 
|| in proportion to the census or enumeration hereinbefore 
|| directed to be taken.” 
| The first article of the Constitution provides 

for this census, and declares: 

“That Representatives and direct taxes shall be appor 

tioned among the several States which may be included 
| within this Union, according to their respective numbers, 
which shall be determined by adding to the whole number 
| of free persons, including those bound to service fora term 
| of years, and excluding Indians not taxed, three fifths ofall 
other persons.”? 

Slaves, it will be observed, are included in that 
They are included by the wofds 
** three fifths of all other persons,’’ and they are 





| included as “persons.” It is provided that a 
| capitation tax, which is a direct tax, shall be “ ap- 
| portioned,”’ as stated, among the several States. 
The amendment proposes a capitation tax, with- 
| out apportionment. It provides to tax slaveholders 
| upon their slaves, in other words, to impose a 
| capitation tax upon each slaveholder according to 
the number of his slaves. If the slaveholder owns 
ten slaves, he is to be taxed for ten slaves at the 
rate of five dollars for each, and if he has only 
one slave, he is only to be taxed for one, that is 
only five dollars. Tam ready to strike at the in- 
stitution of slavery under the Constitution, and in 

aceordanee with the Constitution. 
I want fo strike at it without violence to the 


, 1862 


Consttu 
strike de 
broken ¢ 
jtauon t 


appre nt 
can be li 
seve ral 
amendn 
therefor 
Mr. | 
Mr. 
lame» 
should 
There i 
which 
and to 
from W 
examil 
instance 
proper 
manul 
busine 
upon ' 
where 
Sir, 
stand. 
is no) 
sour 
stood 
culate 
of pre 
have | 
divide 
time 
stand 
to itt 
goade 
prope 
dolla 
consi 
have 
and t 
upon 
tion | 
We 
othe! 
yurp 
of si 
Whi 
ware 
has 
has 
paci 
pay 
yeal 
has 
bed 
that 
hav 
jute 
are 
Co 
Ma 
nav 
Ho 
| 


7 
4 


tio 
me 

I 
der 
tio 
ser 
wh 


mi 
or 


he 


ils 
ry 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 








Constitution, But, sir, I do not wish, even to 
strike down slavery, to accomplish it through a 
broken oath and a violated Constitution. No cap- 
jtation tax either upon slaves as such, or upon 
apprentices as such, or upon their masters as such, 
can be laid without an ** apportionmentamong the 
several States,’? in the mode prescribed. The 


amendment excludes an apportionment, and is | 


therefore unconstitutional in my judgment. 
Mr. BINGHAM withdrew his amendment. 


Mr. CRISFIELD. I renew it. Mr. Chairman, | 


] am exceedingly astonished that this proposition 


should have been presented to the committee. || 


There is no proposition which could be submitted 


which is calculated to excite more bitter feeling | 
and to do more injury in the region of country | 


from which | come. I think if gentlemen will 
examine the bill they will see that this is the only 


instance where it is proposed to tax property as | 


property. The bill proposes to tax those who 


manufacture and those who sell—those who do | 


business; but it does not propose to lay a tax 
upon any particular article of property, except 
where it is used for the purpose of manufacture. 

Sir, we of Maryland have had a great deal to 
stand. 


souri and Kentucky, in which the people have 
stood by the Union under circumstances more cal- 
culated to drive them from it. We have interests 
of property with the people of the South. We 
have feelings in common withthem. Wehavea 
divided society, yet we have stood firm from the 
time that these troubles commenced. We still 
stand firm to the Union, and expect to stand firm 
to it to the last. Yet loyal as we are, we may be 
goaded into exasperation. What is itthat is now 
proposed to be enacted? 


I wish to say to this committee that there | 
is no other portion of the country, except Mis- 


To lay a tax of five | 


| this amendment. 


| better prepared and better able to discuss legal 
| questions than myself. 


| moved in an amendment the provision that none 


| be the judgment of thecommittee; and the amend- 
| ment to the amendment was ruled out, 
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of the money to be raised should be used for the 
subjugation of any State, and that was ruled out 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was ruled out of 
order, because it was not germane to the pending 
bill. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE, Let us see who they are 
who prefer the extinction of slavery to the pres- 
ervation of this Union. 

Mr. MALLORY. I take an @ppeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois, demanded tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The decision of the Chair was decided not to 


Mr. LOVEJOY. I move to increase the amount 
one dollar. I failed altogether to see the force of 
the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 

3INGHAM,] In regard to the unconstitutionality of 
I leave, however, that view of 
the question for the discussion of those who are 


I have no more doubt 
that we have a right to tax this relation than that | 
we have to tax a man for killing a pig. | 

In regard to the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Maryland, [Mr. Crisriexp,| | have to say 
that itis in his power, as it is in the power of 
every other individual affected by this tax, to re- 
lieve himself of it by an act of righteousness | 
which every one of them ought to perform. 

For one, I am weary of these protestations of 
loyalty, accompanied by a menace, which, if I 


| heard distinctly, was more than intimated by the | 


dollars a head upon our slaves. Have gentlemen || 


considered the position in which it places us? We 


have nearly ninety thousand slaves in Maryland, | 


and the amount of tax this amendment will levy 
upon that State alone will be more than her por- 
tion of the direct tax imposed at the last session 
We will have to pay this and our share of the 
other taxes too. This proposition is not for the 
purpose of raising revenue, but for the purpose 


of striking at an institution which we cherish. | 
Maryland has come for- | 
She | 
has raised it on this description of property. She | 
has assumed the direct tax in her corporate ca- | 


What have we done? 
ward and raised her share of the direct tax. 


pacity, and made provision to pay it—not only to 
pay it for this year, but for the next year and five 
years to come, That is only one half of what she 
has done. She has assumed that the direct tax will 
be doubled,and she has made arrangements to meet 
that condition of facts. Yet loyal as we are, and 
have been, here is this proposition to strike at our 
interests and to tax us double what other States 
are taxed. I protest against it in the name of the 
Constitution. I protest against it in the name of 
Maryland’s loyalty. I protest against it in the 
name of our oppressed people. IL hope that the 
House will not put us to too severe a test. 
I withdraw my amendment. 


_Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I move the adop- 
tion of the following amendment to the amend- 
ment: 


Provided, That all revenue so raised shall be applied un- 
der the direction of the President in aiding in the coloniza- 
tion of free negroes and such persons as are now held to 
service and may be made free by the action of any State 
where such persons are held to service. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I make the point that that 
makes an appropriation, and is therefore not in 
order. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. It only provides 
how this revenue shall be disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ruled a sim- 
ilar amendment out of order a few days ago; but 
on reflection, and after an examination of the pre- 
cedents, he has come to the conclusion that such 
an amendment is in order. He therefore overrules 
the point of order. 

My. MALLORY. Thisis a bill to raise money 
to defray the expenses of the Government, and to 
pay the public debt. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that it 
is in order to maké the limitation provided by the 
amendment of the gentleman from Llinois. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. During the last session, 
when a similar question was before the House, 
the gentleman from Obio (Mr. Vatuanpicuam] 





| gentleman from Maryland, |Mr. Crisrieip,] and 


more distinctly uttered by the gentleman trom 
Kentucky, (Mr. Wickuirre,] that if we do not 
leave them in the full and unmolested possession 
of those victims, whom they are robbing of their 
wages, whom they are converting into brutes, 
among whom legal marriage is impossible—if we | 
do not allow them to perpetuate that system of | 
concubinage and unrighteousness, they will dis- | 
solve this Union. Iam tired of such talk, We | 
have just as much right to tax this wrong as we | 
have to tax any other, for the purpose of putting 
an end to it. Loyal! Whatif youare? Itisonly 
your duty. [tis no more for Maryland to be loyal 
than it is for Illinois to be loyal. How does it 
happen that these men appeal to our sympathies 
because they are loyal States? We never boast 
of ourloyalty. [tis because this systemof slavery | 
exists among them—a system of robbery; a sys- 
tem of rapine and outrage, which the civilization 
of the world has got tired of; which is a stench 
in the nostrils of God, and which the whole uni- 
verse is clamoring to have done away. That is 
the reason why it 1s difficult for them to be loyal. 
They want to be let alone, just as the wolf wanted | 
to be let alone when he was about to devour the 
lamb, just as the demons cried, ** Let us alone; 
what have we to do with Thee, Thou Son of | 
God; art Thou come to torment us before the | 
time ?’?’ When we come totouch upon this system 
of robbery and outrage, we hear these men lifting | 
themselves up with swollen crests, and threatening 
to dissolve the Union. And when you come to the 
bottom of it, it is God’s truth that they love this 
system more than they do the Union; and when it 
comes to the pinch, many will go with the seces- | 
sionists. Kentucky boasts of her loyalty, and 
then sends her sons to fight for slavery in the rebel 
army with bulletand bayonet, and her fathers here 
to fight for the same thing with voice and vote. 
{Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. MALLORY. I shall not pretend to offend 
the ears of the gentleman of Lilinois by indulging | 
in any allusion to the subject about which he has 
been talking. I do not intend to reply at all to 
the farago of nonsensical fanaticism which has 
fallen from his lips during the last five minutes. 
I rise simply as a member of this House, engaged 
in deliberation upon the most important measure | 
that ever came before it, to give the reasons why 
I think this tax should not be imposed upon this | 
description of property. Now, sir, I know the | 
gentleman from Illinois, and other gentlemen in 
that fanatical line, would like to impose upon the | 
property which we claim and which we own, in 
slaves, a tax so burdensome that we would be 
willing, by any means which he and other fanat- | 
ics like him might indicate or devise, to get rid || 





| utter no menace and no threat. 


| very source of all these evils? 








of them. But against this intention and purpose 
of the gentleman from Illinois, and those who act 
with him, | appeal to the great mass of the con- 
servative, honest, conscientious gentlemen upon 
that side of the House. 

I ask, then, the question here to-day whether, 
in fixing the terms of this tax bill, they are dis- 
posed todiscriminate against this particular species 
of property, and by a covert attack drive it out of 
existence. Do not you know you tax no other 
property in this way in this bill? Do not you know 
that this is an exception to the rule which the 
Committee of Ways and Means have laid down 
for its action in relation to this matter? Lask you, 


| then, why make this exception? Why do you 
| propose to burden thatsection of the country where 
| this institution exists with an amount of taxation 


which I tell you now candidly they are utterly 
unable to bear? My State of Kentucky has been 
desolated by this war, her fair fields laid waste, 
and her plantations reduced to such a condition 
that those who have heretofore made not only a 
competency, but a large income, from farming, 


| will this year be scarcely able to raise their bread 


and the necessaries of life, I askif you are going 
to vote, in addition to the sufferings we now ex- 


| perience from this calamitous war, this enormous 
| burden of taxation which is proposed by the 


amendment of the gentleman from Missouri? I 
1 eall upon you 
as sensible gentlemen, as conscientious, honest, 
fair-dealing gentlemen, to vote down this amend- 
ment, and I believe you will do it. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. | withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. ARNOLD. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by increasing the amount to five dollars. I 
move the amendment for the purpose of making 
one or two remarks In regard to this proposition, 
It is a fact almost universally come that but 
for these four millions of persons held in service 


| this Congress would not be to-day deliberating in 


regard to the means of raising this enormous tax. 
Had not this institution of slavery been in exist- 
ence the fair fields of Kentucky—so feelingly re- 
ferred to by the gentleman [Mr. Matiory}j— 
would not have been desolated by this war. But 
for this institution all would have been peace, 
prosperity, harmony, and fraternal feeling all over 
theland. Well, sir, while the American Congress 


| is to-day deliberating as to the ways and means 


of raising this enormous tax, which this institu- 
tion has brought upon the country, is it not our ob- 
vious policy, if we have the constitutional power, 
to raise as much of it as is practicable from the 
It is upon that 
ground | ask gentlemen to vote for this amend- 
ment. 

There is another reason why, it seems to me, 
we ought to lay this tax. It is this: that most of 
these persons held to labor and service are held 
by rebels. Now, sir, you go through the indus- 
trial communities of the North, and you lay upon 
them a heavy burden, a burden they can scarcely 
stagger under, and all beeause this institution of 
slavery has brought about this rebellion and 
brought on this war. Let me ask the Represent- 
atives of the North whether they can go home and 
defend this tax in your school districts and among 
your neighborhoods, if you leave free and undis- 
turbed the cause of this taxation, Of all the ob- 
jects of taxation which have been presented to 
this House, none, it seems to me, ought to be taxed 
so heavily, none is so proper a subject of taxa- 
tion, as that which has produced all the evils, all 


| the debts, and all the difficulties under which the 


country is laboring. 
Feeling, myself, no constitutional difficulty in 


| imposing this tax, and feeling that it is a relation 


which may be taxed independent of the constitu- 
tional provisions which have been referred to by 
the gentleman from Ohio, I have no difficulty in 
voting for this tax, and I hope it will be carried. 


Mr. CRISFIELD. There are many things 


| which fell from the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 


Lovesoy]} which I do not feel myself called upon 
nor shall even permit myself to notice. I, sir, do 
not admire that taste which can use in this pres- 
ence, or anywhere the term lecher, and other 
terms of that description, of which the gentleman 
has made free use. I have no taste for the ideas 
they suggest; they are unbecoming the place and 
the occasion, and I leave them to the source from 
whence they come. 


Sir, these troubles which agitate and afflict the 
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country have been brought upon us by two classes 


of people, One of these classes, whom [condemn 

as sincerely and will denounce as severely as any 

gentleman upon this floor, is now found in the 

ranks of the rebellion, aiming its blows against 

the Constitution and national existence. The | 
other class, quite as mischievous and equally as 

detestable, is found in the North constantly agi- 

tating and disturbing the harmony and peace of 

the country, and of this class the member from 

I{linois is a prominent and leading member. 


He says that I can, by an act of righteousness, | 
discharge myself from the burden of slavery. I | 


may emancipate them. Sir, he does not know 


anything about which he talks. In the existing | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 








] of April last, and made ample provision for fam- 
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Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. My object in offer. 


'| ilies of Massachusetts troops who were slain in || ing the amendment which the gentleman from 


| Maryland is not loyal to the Union. 
|| (Here the hammer fell.} 
Mr. MALLORY. I rise to a question of order. 


direct taxes shall be levied on the several States 
|| according to their Federal population, 


The CHAIRMAN. That may be a very suffi- 


state of society in Maryland, instead of being an || cient reason for the committee to vote down the 


act of righteousness to emancipate the slaves, it 
would be an act of cruelty and oppression. Sir, 
Maryland ts doing to-day, and through every day | 
of her history has done more to elevate the con- | 
dition of the black man than the whole of that 
miserable class to which he belongs has done in 
all time, or is capable of conceiving. For an age | 
she has been trying to rid herself of this race; she 
has taxed and is taxing herself to find an asylum | 
for them; but she and her statesmen know, and | 
every sensible man must see, that while they re- | 
main where they now are they must be preserved | 
in a state of slavery, or submit to a condition far 
worse, The choice for them is between slavery | 
on the one hand, and degradation, poverty, suf- | 
fering, and ultimate extinction on the other. Hu- | 
manity, to say nothing of other considerations, 
recoils from the consequences which would be 
inflicted upon that race by emancipation of it with- | 
out some provision for its removal from the pres- | 
ence of the superior race. What would the gen- | 
tleman have usdo? Why, sir, | am the owner | 
of slaves; they are the descendants in a great de- | 
gree of the woman who nursed me. They have | 
grown up around me, and look upon me as their 
yrotector, Lam in truth their only friend. Am | 
to turn them off as outcasts on the world? I | 
have been my whole life engaged in their protec- | 
tion. I have an affection for them, and have a 
duty to perform for them. Their children who | 
have grown up around them—can I turn them into 
the street without protection or support?) They 
have labored for me, it is true, but they have in | 
turn received from me quite as much as they have | 
given me. Lam not enamored of slavery; if it | 
did not exist, I should not desire its existence. | 
And I have no wish to continue it longer than it | 
ean with safety and advantage to both races be 
extinguished. Provide the means by which I can 
be remunerated for raising these slaves; provide 
the means adequate for their removal, and satisfy | 
me that their condition will be bettered, and I say | 
to-day that mine, at least—and I believe I speak | 
the general sentiment of Maryland—may all go | 
to that happier condition, and [ shall rejoice that | 
an asylum has been found for them. An act of | 
righteousness! Sir, emancipation, without such 
removaland such provision, 1s an act of inhuman- | 
ity. We must either keep them as they are, or 
turn them off to be brutalized, and after a season 
of degradation and suffering to become extinct. | 
But | cannot dwell on this point; there is another | 
one to which I wish to refer. | 





The gentleman from Illinois says that we speak 
the language of threat. He more than suspects 
our loyalty. Why, sir, itis not an act of merit 
in him to be loyal. He cannot be anything but 
loyal, if indeed he be loyal. But I hold that the 
man who stands up here day after day, and year 
after year, using his powerful talents to disturb 
the peace and harmony of the country, is as dis- 
loyal as the man who draws the sword to strike 
down the Constitution. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois has nowhere to stand but under the stars and 
stripes; and there he agitates and labors to embit- 
ter the national life. That is the only field for the 
exercise of his evil passions. But we of Mary- 
land have interests, attachments, and social rela- 
tions which draw us in another direction; and 
yetthere is no State in the Union that has given 
more solid evidences of her loyalty than Mary- 
land. Look at her elections, in which she has 
twice expressed her attachment and devotion to 
the Union; look at her statute-books, and you will 
see that she has assumed all the taxes you have 
imposed, and more than as much more, and made 
ample provision to pay them. She has — out 
the stain upon her good name caused by the mob 


amendment. 

Mr. MALLORY. Is it not a reason why the 
amendment should not be received ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not a reason for the 
Chair to decide a constitutional question, but a 
parliamentary question. 

The question was taken on Mr. Arno.p’s 
amendment tothe amendment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I move to amend 


the amendment by reducing the tax one dollar. I | 


make the motion bona fide, for the pa of show- 
ing my disposition in the matter. 


of people at all, will show in what respect this is 
an onerous imposition on them, as compared with 
the taxes imposed on all the rest of the country, 
I stand ready to vote to reduce the rate so that it 
shall be in moderation, so that these gentlemen 
shall be put upon an equality in that respect with 
the people of other portions of the country. Ido 
not understand, sir, the excitement that springs up 
among these gentlemen when anything ofthis kind 


is proposed. Why, it was but the other day that | 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Wickuirre] | 


moved in his place on this floor to impose a tax 
on this species of property. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. Will the gentleman from 
Missouriallow me to explain my position on that 
matter ? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. The committee un- 


His words were reported, and are before the coun- 
try. I cannot afford out of the five minutes al- 
lowed me, to give the gentleman an opportunity 
to explain. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. When the gentleman gets 
through, I will correct that matter. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Very well, sir. I 
say, Mr. Chairman, that I do not understand why 
itis that these gentlemen should get into parox- 
ysms of excitement whenever it is proposed to 
impose a tax on this property. They call it prop- 
erty, and they know it is used as property. Do 
they not know that the landed ae of the 
North has been taxed as well as the landed prop- 
erty of the South, and that the incomes of the peo- 
ple of the North have been taxed as well as the 
incomes of the people of the South? Do they not 
know now that the partof this bill which imposes 
taxes on personal property will fall with almost 
entire force on the northern portion of the coun- 
try? 

Mr. MALLORY. We do not know that. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Well, sir, I think 
I know it. The manufacturing interests of the 
North will be taxed to the highest extent. 

A Memser. The consumers will have to pay 
for it. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I know one thing 
very well, that these oe on whom it is pro- 
posed to raise a tax, and of whom gentlemen talk 
so much, consume very little of the manufactures 
of any portion of the country—nothing in com- 
parison with what is consumed by the laboring 
men of the North. The bulk of these taxes are 
to be drawn from the northern States; and when 
gentlemen are called upon to vote for their own 
taxation they fly into paroxysms of passion and 
say we do this thing because of a vengeful feeling 
toward their institution of slavery. Sir, we are 
under no obligations to slavery. 

Mr. CRISFIELD. -I made no remark reflect- 
ing on the gentleman from Missouri in any shape. 

r. BLAIR, of Missouri. I think the gentle- 
mandid. Ifnot, [ misapprehended him very much. 

Mr. CRISFIELD. It was not in all my 
thoughts. 


f gentlemen, | 
instead of raving about the unconstitutionality of | 
the tax, and about the hardship of taxing this class | 


derstood the position which the gentleman took. | 


|| the streets of Baltimore; she has undone all the || Maryland criticised in that way was, simply, th 
mischievous work of the deluded men who trifled || there might be something like equality and equity 
with her loyalty, and had wel! nigh driven her | 


at 
| 


| 


in this matter. Here is a large amount of prop- 


into revolution. Look at all these things, and || erty. They consider it property. It is used as 
then answer whether it is not a slander to say that | such. Other gentlemen who do not consider jt 


. os as 
such may vote for this proposition on reasons that 


appear better to them; but I can candidly say that 
this property, which has been’ used as such and 


|| This amendment proposes to lay a direct tax,and || held as such by these very gentlemen themselves 
the Constitution of the United States provides that | 


so long, ought to be taxed, and there is no other 
way to reach itthan this. I supposed, when the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Wavkazers) of- 
fered a resolution in this House the other day to 
tax the slave property of the country, and when 
it was objected to on this side of the House, that 
we might probably make a compromise on this 
question and might come together with the desire 
of doing equity in the matter, and taxing service, 
which isa legitimate object of taxation. We have 
taxed all the franchises in the North; taxed all 
rights, property, manufactures. Everything that 
is tangible is taxed under this bill. And here isa 
thing which gentlemen themselves consider as 
property, which they use as such, of which they 
enjoy the benefits, and yet for which they desire 
to claim exemption from taxation. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. LOVEJOY. [have listened to a good deal 
of abuse from the other side. I have been called 
a fanatic twenty years and more, and it has no ter- 
rors for me. When a person is hard pushed for 
argument, he usually takes to abuse, and therefore 
I do not mind it much. But I want to notice one 
| thing which the member from Maryland said. He 
said there are two classes equally detestable in this 
country—the anti-slavery men and the rebels. | 
have no doubt he thinks so. I have heard the same 
sentiment uttered here and in the Senate. At least 
I have read it after it was uttered and published. 
A petulant old man in the other wing of the Capitol 
is uttering this kind of sentimentall the while. He 
wants to hang the Greeleys and the Cheevers side 
by side with secessionists and rebels. If it were 
not for the anti-slavery men of the country, the 
soldiers, who are risking and laying down their 
lives, men whose sentiments are represented by the 
very individuals whom that Senator says he wants 
to hang—and | judge that this gentleman’s [Mr. 
CrisFIELD’s}] sympathies are with him—neither 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Maiory] nor 








the one from Maryland would have a home to-day. 
The gentleman could not go home and live in peace 
if it had not been for these very anti-slavery men, 
these fanatics, my neighbors, of whom we the other 
day buried forty in one grave, every one of whom, 
fanatics as they were, fought and lost their lives 
in defending Kentucky, in defending the gentle- 
man’s home while he was here calling mea fanatic. 

We caused it! We are the source of this war 
equally with these rebels! Just what a wicked 
king of the olden time said to the prophet who 
had foretold the judgments that woul come upon 
the land in consequence of the sins of the reign- 
ing family. The prophet met the king riding in 
his carriage, lordly and pompous—a high-toned, 
chivalrous gentleman, I presume. The monarch 
looked out upon the prophet as he walked along, 
and said, ‘‘ Art thou he that troubleth Israel?’’ 
The prophet turned, and pointing his finger at the 
crowned sinner, replied, ‘I have not troubled 
Israel, but thou and thy father’s house, in that ye 
have forsaken the commandents of the Lord, and 
thou hast followed Baalim.” 

Sir, it is not I,but slavery. There will be no 
peace, there can be no peace, until slavery is 
placed where the public mind will rest in the as- 
surance that it 1s in process of ultimate extinc- 
tion. 

What do I propose to do with the slaves? 1 
propose to let them alone; I propose to let them 
take care of themselves, and they are abundantly 
able to do it. It is a miserable slander upon the 
poor slaves, toiling and drudging from morning 
till night to earn a scanty pittance, half fed and 
half clothed—though I do not stick upon that 
point, I am willing to concede that you do feed 
and clothe them—I say it is a miserable slander 
upon him to say that he cannot take care of him- 
self. Sir, they can not only take care of them- 
selves, but they can get along without their mas- 

| ters much better than their masters can without 
them. There is nodoubt aboutit. If there is any 
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ventleman who wants to rid himself of these in- 
D 








cumbrances, Lam ready to take them 

Mr. MALLORY. I have no doubt you are. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. And enter into bonds, with 
zood and sufficient security, to take care of them 
and place them where they are well off. 

{Here the hammer fell.] : 

Mr. STEVENS. I move that the committee 
rise, for the purpose of going into the House and 
terminating this debate. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. I ask the gentleman to 
yicld to me for just a moment, to enable me to 
make a correction. 

Mr. STEVENS. No, sir; I move that the com- 
mittee rise. I want to see if we cannot do some- 
thing to-day. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Cotrax reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had, according to order, had the Union generally 
under consideration, and particularly the tax bill, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. STEVENS moved that all debate upon the 
section underconsideration, and down to the sixty- 
sixth section, in the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union be closed in one second 
after their consideration shall be again resumed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. COLFAX. DoT understand that debate 
has been closed upon all down to the sixty-sixth 
section? We are now in committee only consid- 
ering the sixty-second section. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not, at the 
moment, notice the precise form in which the mo- 
tion was made. The House, however, seemed 
to acquiesce in it, and it was put and carried as 
made. Itis therefore ordered that the debate be 
closed upon all down to and including the sixty- 
fifth section. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I hope that will not be the 
understanding. I have an amendment which I 
desire to propose. 

The SPEAKER. The order will not preclude 
the offering of amendments. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
the debate shall be 


Mr. STEVENS. 


stopped. 
I move that the rules be sus- 


pended, and the House resolve itself into the Com- | 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
The motion was agreed to. 
So the rules were suspended; and the House 


accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of | 


the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Cot- 

rax in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 

of the special order, being the bill of the House 

(No. 312) to provide internal revenue to support 

os Government and pay interest on the public 
ebt. 

The question pending was upon the amendment 
offered by Mr. Brarr, of Missouri, to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I will withdraw that 
amendment. 

Mr. MALLORY. I move to amend by substi- 
tuting fifty cents as the tax. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. Well, sir, I oppose that 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. No debate is in order. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. IL understood the amend- 
ment upon which the debate was closed as having 
been withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. All debate is closed upon 


the whole section, and upon the three following 
sections. 


Mr. MALLORY. I desire merely to say that 
I am opposed to the whole amendment; but if we 


are to be taxed upon our slaves, I want it to be 
made as light as possible. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair repeats that 
all debate is out of order. 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 

Mr. MENZIES. Do I understand that I can 
debate the amendment for one second? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman cannot 
under the order of the House. 

Mr. MENZIES. I move to amend so as to 
make the tax three quarters of a dollar. 

The amendment was disagreed tu. 

Mr. CRISFIELD. I move to amend so as to 
make it a dollar. 

The motion was agreed to. 


If that is true, I am willing | 


| 
tt 








! 





| 44, noes 53. 





so as that the tax upon each person held to ser- 
vice for a term of years shall be fifty cents. 
The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. WILSON. I move to amend by striking 
out all that portion of the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri relating to a term of years. | 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MALLORY. I move to amend so that 
the tax shall apply only to those between the ages | 
of twelve and forty. 

The amendment was disagreed to—ayes 40, 
noes 51. 


Mr. HARDING. I move to amend so as to 
confine the tax to those between the ages of eight 
and fifty. 

Mr. POTTER demanded tellers on the motion. 

Tellers were not ordered, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I move to amend so that 
the tax shall be one dollar upon all under fifteen | 
and over forty years of age, and three dollars | 
upon all between the ages of fifteen and forty. 

Mr. CRISFIELD. I rise to a point of order. 
I understand the rate of taxation to have been fixed | 
by a vote of the committee at one dollar. 1 ask 
then if it is now in order to move to strike that 
out and substitute another provision? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the provision had been 
inserted in the bill the Chair would hold that it 
was not, but the committee may amend the amend- || 
ment in any way they please, before taking the | 
final vote upon it. | 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Is it in order to inquire if | 
there is any mode of ascertaining these ages? 
[Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. All debate is out of order, 
and an inquiry is in the nature of debate. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 


Mr. POTTER called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Potrer and 
Price were appointed. 

The committee divided again; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 42, noes 53. 

So the amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. I move to amend, by add- 
ing the following at the end of the amendment of 
of the gentleman from Missouri: 

The amount of the tax so collected shall be deducted from 


the quota of the direct tax assessed against the States in 
which such persons reside. 





They have already been taxed. 
The CHAIRMAN. All debate is out of order. 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. WILSON. Inasmuch as we have already 
exempted a large portion of these persons, I move 
to amend, by striking out ** one dollar,”’ and in- 
serting ** two dollars.”’ 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The question now being upon the amendment 
of Mr. au of Missouri, as amended, 

The CHAIRMAN ordered tellers, and ap- 
pointed Messrs. Fisner,and Kevxoee of Illinois 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 41, noes 52. 

So the amendment, as amended, was rejected. 

The Clerk read the sixty-third section, as fol- 
lows: 


Sec. 63. nd be it further enacted, That where the an- 
nual gross receipts or sales of any apothecaries, confection- 
ers, eating-houses, tobacconists, or retail dealers shall not 
exceed the sum of $1,000, such apothecaries, confectioners, | 
eating-houses, and retail dealers shall not be required to | 
take out or pay for license, anything in this agt to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. 

Mr. HALE. I move to insert after the word 
‘6 tobacconists,’’in the third line, the words “ law- 
yers, physicians, surgeons, dentists.” 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. WALLACE, of Pennsylvania. I move 
to insert after the word *‘ tobacconist,’’ the words 
‘* tallow chandlers and soap-makers, coal oil dis- | 
tillers, and photographers.”’ 














The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Ishould like to hear | 
from the Committee of Ways and Means how 
they propose to ascertain what the annual sales | 
are? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is out of order by || 
direct order of the Llouse. 


eae 


Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I move to amend 
the section by adding the follewing: 


The amount or estimated amount of such annual sales 
shall be ascertained in such manner as the Conunissioner 
of Internal Revenue shall direct. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHEFFIELD. To prevent frauds and 
the defeat of the object of the bill, 1 move that the 
section be stricken out. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


‘The sixty-fourth section was then read, as fol- 





| lows: 


Sec. 64. And be it further enacted, That nothing con- 
tained in the preceding sections of this act, laying duties 


‘| on licenses, shall be construed to extend to the sale of goods, 


wares, and merchandise made and sold by the manufac- 
turer at the manufactory or place where the same is made ; 
to winedressers who sell, at the place where the same is 
made, wine of their own growth; to physicians who keep 
on hand medicines solely fur the purpose of making up their 
own prescriptions for their own patients ; nor to apotheca- 
ries, as to Wines or spirituous liquors, which they use in the 
preparation or making up of medicines for sick, lame, or 
diseased persons only. 


Mr. JOHNSON. I move to insert, after the 
word ** made,’’ in the fifth line, these words: 


To brewers and bottlers and manufacturers of mineral 
water who deliver their goods and wares or commodities 


| to their regular customers ; nor to butchers who travel for 
| the purpose of selling fresh meat. 


The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HOOPER. I move to amend, in the third 
line, by striking out the words ‘* extend to,”’ and 
inserting ** require a license for;’’ so that it will 
read: 

That nothing contained in the preceding sections of this 
act, laying duties on licenses, shall be construed to require 


| a license for the sale of goods, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOOPER. I move to amend, in the fifth 
line, by changing the word * wine’’ to * vine;”’ 
so as to make it read ** vinedressers.’’ It is a 
typographical error. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Del- 
aware [Mr. Fisuer] sent 7 an amendment to 
the sixty-second section, which was postponed, 
and has been overlooked. It will now be voted 
on. Itis to insert the following as an additional 
paragraph: 

Claims agents shall pay ten dollars foreach license. Every 
person whose business it is to prosecute claims in any of 
the Executive Departments of the Federal Government 
shall be deemed a claims agent under this act. 

Mr. POTTER. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out * ten dollars,’’ and insert- 
ing **one hundred dollars.”’ 

Mr. STEVENS These claims agents are the 
poorest set of devils on the face of the earth. 
{Laughter.] I trust they will not be taxed at all. 

Mr. Porrer’s amendment to the amendment 
was disagreed to. 

Mr. Fisuer’s amendment was agreed to—ayes 
fifty-five, noes not counted. 

The Clerk then read the sixty-fifth section, as 
follows: 

Sec. 65. And be it further enacted, That no license here- 
inbefore provided for, if granted, shall be construed to au- 
thorize the commencement or continuation of any trade, 
business, occupation, or employment therein mentioned, 
within any State or Territory of the United States in which 
it is er shall be specially prohibited by the laws thereof. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to amend that section 
by adding thereto the following: 

Provided, ‘That nothing in this act shall be held or con- 


strued so as to prevent the several States, within the limits 
thereof, from placing a duty, tax, or license for State pur- 


| poses on any business, matter, or thing on which a duty, 


tax, or license is required by this act. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. STEVENS. I move that the committee do 


now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and Mr. Dawes having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Cor- 
rax reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had under consideration the state of the Union 
generally, and particularly the bill of the House 
(No. 312) to provide internal revenue to support 
the Government and pay interest on the public 
debt, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


MEMORIAL OF HOMCGOPATIISTS. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Massachusetts. I desire to 
present the memorial of the Massachusetts Ho- 


| meopathic Medical Society. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


sented under the rule. 


Mr. Tl it m™ AS, ot Massachusetts. I desire to 


have it porinte d 
Mr. WASHBURNE. I object to the printing 


of 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The memorial 


can be presented under the rule. 


EXPLANATORY RESOLUTION. 


On motion of Mr. SLOAN, by unanimous | 


consent, joint resolution of the Senate No. 26, ex- 
planatory of a certain act therein mentioned, was 
taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 


OPENING OF SIXTIL STREET WEST. 

On motion of Mr. TRAIN, by unanimous con- 
sent, bill of the Senate No. 226, authorizing the 
opening of Sixth street west, was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds. 
SUPERVISION OF CAPITOL EXTENSION, 

On motion of Mr. TRAIN, also by unanimous 
consent, joint resolution of the Senate No. 50, 
transferring the supervision of the Capitol exten- 
sion and the erection of the new dome, to the De- 
partment of the Interior, was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

CERTIFICATES OF INDEBTEDNESS. 

Mr. BAKER, by unanimous consent, submit- 
ted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resoleed, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
requested to inquire into the propriety and expediency of 
mthorizing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury, 
when issuing certificates of indebtedness for purposes long 
sinee due and in exchange for quartermasters’ certificates 
of inspection, to date the same atthe time, as it willappear 
by the certificates of inspection, that the articles and sup 
plics were inspected and accepted by the Government of 
the United States. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HUTCHINS, (at 
twenty-five minutes to five o’clock, p. m.,) the 
House adjourned. 


« IN SENATE. 
W epnespay, arch 26, 1862. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SunpERLanp. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
AGRICULTURAL PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Commissioner of 
Patents, transmitting the annual report of th 

rricultural division of the Patent Office for the 
year 1861; which was ordered to be printed, and a 
motion of Mr. ‘TrRumpBu.y to print ten thousand 
additional copies was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. KING presented a petition of citizens of 
New York, praying for the passage of a law to 
establish auntformsystem of bankruptcy through- 
out the United States; 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of German citizens 
of Jefferson county, New York, praying that thirty 
thousand copies of the agricultural re port of the 
Patent Office may be printed in German; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of 
Lockwood & Co, and others, bankers in the city 


of New York, praying for the return of their de- | 


posit of one per cent. on bids for the loan of June, 
1860; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of manufactur- 
ers and wholesale dealers in confectionery in De- 
troit, Michigan, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the clause in the tax bill laying a tax of 
two cents per pound on all confectionery manu- 
factured; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented the petition of 
Isaac R. Diller, of Hlinois, late United States con- 
sul at the port of Bremen, Germany, praying re- 
unbarsement for private funds spent by him in 


order properly to conduct the official duties of his |! ding, clothing, or other property was lost or destroyed || 


which was referred to the 


office; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of citizens 
of New York, praying that the * freedom of specch 
and of the press shall not be abridged,’’ and that 
the New York Caucasian and all other Demo- 
cratic papers now excluded from the mails in all 
the loyal States, have the same privileges now en- 
joyed by the Republican and abolition papers; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of New 
York, praying for the passage of a general uni- 
form bankrupt law; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas, presented the petitions 
of William Church, George M. Gillett, and Wil- 
liam J. Gillett, of lowa, praying compensation for 
damages incurred from depredations of Ink-pa- 
du-tahand his band of Santee Indians; which were 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HARLAN presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of Lowa, in favor of the establishment 
of a tri-weekly mail route from Des Moines to 
Magnolia in that State; a tri-weekly mail route 
from Des Moines, lowa, to St. Joseph, Missouri; 
a daily mail route from Eddyville, lowa, to Ne- 
braska City, in Nebraska Territory; and a daily 
mail route from Eddyville to Des Moines City, 
lowa; which were referre d to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also pre sented resolutions of the Legislature 
of Lowa, in favor of the establishment of a tri- 
weekly mail route from Des Moines City to Coun- 
cil Bluffs, in that State; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented resolutions of the Legislature 
of lowa, in favor of the organization or construc- 
tion of one Federal or United States circuit for 
judicial purposes out of the States of Minnesota, 
lowa, Nebraska, and Kansas; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be prints d. . 

Mr. HALE submitted a letter of the Secretary 
of the Navy, addressed to the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, relative to the con- 
struction ofiron-clad steamers; which was ordered 
to be print d. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial and papers in the case of 
Captain John B. Montgomery, of the United States Navy, 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, to whom was referred a message 
of the President of the United States, with accom- 
panying papers, relative to the seizure of the Dan- 
ish bark Jorgen Lorentzen, by the United States 
ship Morning Light, reported a bill (S. No. 248) 
for the relief of the owners, officers, and crew of 
the Danish bark Jorgen Lorentzen; which was 
read, and passed to a second reading. 


ACCOUNTS OF NAVAL OFFICERS AND SEAMEN. 


Mr. HALE. I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, to whom were referred the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to 
the bill (S. No. 244) to provide for the equitable 
settlement of the accounts of the officers and crews 
of the frigate Congress and other vessels, to re- 
port them back, with a recommendation that the 
Senate concur in the amendments; and as this is 
a small bill that it is necessary should be passed, 
I will ask for immediate action, and state what the 
amendments are. ‘The amendments are simply to 
insert the words * sailors and marines,’’ and then 
to adopt as an amendment to this bill a bill al- 
ready passed by the Senate that was introduced 
by my colleague. The committee recommend that 
the Senate concur in those amendments of the 
House. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. The first 
amendment was in line six, after the word ** offi- 
cers,’’ to insert the words ** sailors and marines;’’ 
and the next was to add as an additional section: 

“ind be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the Navy 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to furnish to the sailors, 
marines, and crews of any of the vessels engaged in the 
naval action lu the foregoing section meutioned, whose bed 
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therein, with an amount sufficient to cover their Joss and 
not exceeding sixty dollars to each man, to be paid ink nd 
or in money, at the discretion of the flag officer of the hort 
Atlantic squadron. - 


Mr. HALE. T 

fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No, 238) 
to furnish clothing and supplies to the sailors and 
men on board the sloop-of-war Cumberland, sik 
to be discharged from its further consideration 
as its provisions have been adopted ir an amend. 
ment just concurred in to the bill which has been 
disposed of. 


The amendments were concurred in. 
The Committee on Naval Ag. 


NEW POST ROUTE. 

Mr. McDOUGALL submitted the followine 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be directed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post route direct between Downieville, iv the State 
of California, and Virginia, in the Territory of Nevada. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. ANTHONY asked, and by unanimous 


consent obtained, leave to introduce a joint reso- 
lution (S, No. 70) presenting the thanks of Con- 
gress to Major General Ambrose E. Burnside, 
and to the officers and men under his command, 
for their gallantry and successful services in North 
Carolina; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
the Militia. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a joint resolution (S, 
No. 71) presenting the thanks of Congress to 
Commander Stephen C. Rowan, and to the offi- 
cers, petty officers, seamen, and marines under 
his command, for their gallantry and successful 
services in North Carolina; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WRIGHT asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
249) to establish a Department of Agriculture; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. GRIMES asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
250) to amend an act entitled ‘* An act to create 
a metropolitan police district of the District of 
Columbia and to establish a police therefor,’’ 
approved August 6, 1861; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


CONSPIRACY AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 
Mr. LATHAM. I have a resolution that I 


shall offer, and I beg the indulgence of the Senate 
while | make a brief preliminary statement, as | 
shall ask for its immediate consideration. In the 
Boston Journal of Saturday evening, March 22, 
1562, appeared the following article: 


*'TREASONABLE PLoTIN Micuican.—The Detroit Tri- 
bune publishes a curious document revealing an attempt 
in that State last fall to organize a league for the purpose 
of overthrowing the Federal Government. This object is 
plainly avowed in a secret circular, which declares the pur- 
pose of the movement to be ‘to rise and unite, if neces- 
sary, With the a— [army] of the 5—, [South,] overrun the 
N— [North] like a hurricane, sweeping the A— [Adminis- 
tration] into eternity, or, at least, driving them into complete 
aud unconditional submission.?- The document is dated 
October 5, 1861, and says the league is doing a noble work 
in Maryland and among the soldiers at Fort Monroe, and 
that * President P-~ [President Pierce] in his passage has 
drawn muny brave and influential men to the league.’ The 
Tribune says the original of the document is now in the 
State Department at Washington, and that it led to the 
arrest and imprisonment of several persons in Fort La 
Fayette. It was discovered that secret organizations ex- 
isted in many towns in Michigan, and in numerous places 
in Canada West.” 


This morning I received the following letter 
from ex-President Pierce: 


Concorp, New Hampsuire, March 24, 1862. 

My Dear Sir: | inclose a short article from the Satur- 
day evening edition of the Boston Journal, (March 22,) the 
substance of which it is quite probable you may have seen 
before. Having originated in Michigan, and been repro- 
duced in Boston, it can hardly be doubted that it has al- 
ready secured a wide circulation. 

The subject is not new to me. It was the occasion of a 
correspondence between the Seeretary of State and myself 
as early as December last. I thought it reasonable to sup- 
pose, ut the close of that correspondence, that the matter 
would cease to attraci notice. 

This expectation not having been realized, and the offen- 
sive charge alleged to be based upon a document, the ori- 
ginal of which * is now in the State Department at Wash- 
ington,’ having been revived and extensively published, 
will you do me the favor to introduce in the Senate a 
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resolution calling for the correspondence to which I have | 


referred. 

It will strike you, Lam sure, both upon public and per- 
sonal grounds, that such imputations should not be permit- 
ted thus to circulate unchallenged, especially when an an 
swer to them, at least so far as [ am concerned, has been 
for months upon the files of the first Department of the Gov- 
ernment. 

| am, very truly your friend, &c., 

FRANKLIN PIERCE. 
Hon. Mitton 8. LatHam, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. President, I shall offer the resolution in 


my hand, and I trust the Senate will permit its | 
consideration now, for I deem it nothing more | 
than proper, not only to this distinguished indi- | 


vidual, but to the country, that the truth in rela- 
tion to this charge should be known, and if a 


malignant and base calumny, that it should be | 


branded as such: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to 
transmit to this body copies of any correspondence which 


may have taken place between Hon. William H. Seward, | 


Secretary of State, and Hon. Franklin Pierce, ex-President 


of the United States, having reference to a supposed con- 
spiracy against the Government. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will 
allow the Chair first to ascertain whether there is 
any objection to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to make some re- 
marks in regard to the resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They are not in 
order unless the resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. HOWARD. I hope there will be no ob- 


jection to it. 





The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears || 


no objection, and the resolution is before the 
Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
furnished by me to the State Department, | think 
as eerly as November last, and it has been inmy 
hands since the 7th or 8th day of October. I 


should desire to read to the Senate the whole of | 


the letter, of which that is an extract, but it is at 
my room, and [ have not got it with me at this 


time. The organization was most treasonable and | 


infamous; it was wide spread; and it received the 
attention of the State Department, as I think it 
should have done. 
article—a Dr. Hopkins—was on his way to ac- 
cept a commission as surgeon in the Federal Army 
when he was arrested and sent to Fort La Fayette. 


‘ ° “eé 2 Q - »G =) ‘re 1} . 
About that time ‘* the Knights of the Golden Cir- || ang eight thousand strong, was attacked near this place by 


cle,’’ as I was informed and believe, came to the 
resolution that they would be more patriotic than 
anybody else; that they would rush into the Fed- 
eral Army; that they would put men, if possible, 
in every regiment of the Federal Army; and, to 


my certain knowledge, they did succeed in get- | 
ting a large number of the worst traitors in the | 


United States into the Federal Army; and they 


are there now. This man Hopkins acknowledged | 
the writing of the letter, but undertook to call it | 
a joke. Well, sir, it was a pretty serious joke. | | 


have, perhaps, more information than it is neces- 
sary for me to divulge at this time in reference to 
the matter. 

Mr. LATHAM. I do not gainsay anything 
the gentleman has said. What I wish, and what 
I feel is due to the Government and the country, 
is to know whether a person who has filled the 
highest office within the gift of the American peo- 
ple, an ex-President of the United States, was in 
any manner connected with such an organization. 
It is due to him, and it is due to the country, that 


it should be known whether such is the fact; and | 


that is simply the object of my resolution. 

Mr. HOWARD. Lam very glad, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that the Senator from California has pre- 
sented this resolution. I think it is alike due to 


ex-President Pierce and to the country that the | 


facts, so far as they are attainable at the State 
Department, should be obtained by the Senate 
and spread before the country. I do not under- 


take to say, nor to intimate, that the papers to | 


A copy of that letter was || 


The writer of that identical | 


| talion, about fifteen hundred cavalry, and twenty-eight 


which allusion is made by the Senator from Cal- | 


ifornia will in an 
Pierce. 
not undertake to say. That there is such a let- 
ter as has been referred to by my colleague is cer- 


tainly true; for I have seen the original with my | 
own eyes, or that which is called the original. I | 


believe, however, that the resolution of my friend 
from California does not require a copy of that 
particular letter—the letter of Dr. Hopkins. I 


way implicate ex-President || 
I do not know how that may be; I will || 


] 


to cover 


| To Hon. H. M. Rice, United States Senate : | 


would inquire of him whether it is broad enough 
that letter. It calls simply for any cor- 
respondence that may have taken place between 
ex-President Pierce and the State Department, 
and I think stops there; but I may be mistaken. 
Mr. LATHAM. Atthe suggestion of the hon- 
oravle Senator from Michigan, | will amend my 
resolution, so as to add at the conclusion of it, 
‘and all other papers relating to the same.”’ 
Mr. HOWARD. [hope that amendment will 
be made, so that we may have all the documents 
before the Senate. I will go further—I do not 
know that my friend from California will—and 
suggest to him to extend his resolution so far as 
to require the production of any written or printed 
document in the possession of the executive de- 
partment of this Government relating to the or- 


—— 


| ganization and purposes of a secret combination 


known commonly as the Knights of the Golden 
Circle. I will not move such an amendment now 
myself; but I suggest it to him, and if he will move 
it, I shall be very glad to have him do that also. 

Mr. LATHAM. Lthink the resolution is broad 
enough asitis. ‘That mightinvolve matters which 
the State Department might not deem conducive 


| to the public interest to lay before this body. 1 
| should certainly vote for such a resolution if it 


were brought in independently of my own; but I 
think it is embarrassing the resolution I now offer. 


Mr. HOWARD. I will not offer it myself. I 


/ am quite satisfied with the extent of the resolu- 
| tion as amended by my friend from California. I 
| hope it will pass. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Secretary read 
the resolution as it now stands? 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to trans- 
mit to this body copies of any correspondence which may 


| have taken place between Hon. William H. Seward, Sec 
| retary of State, and Hon. Franklin Pierce, ex-President of 


the United States, having reference to a supposed conspir 
acy against the Government, and all other papers relating 
to the same. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
GENERAL SUIELDS’S REPORT. 

Mr. BROWNING read to the Senate the fol- 
lowing telegraphic dispatch, which he had re- 
ceived from Mr. Rice, who was not able to be 
present: 


WINCHESTER, VIRGINIA, March 26, 1862. 
On the morning of the 23d my command, between seven | 


Jackson, with eleven regiments of infantry and Lrish bat- 


pieces of artillery. After a severe fight, the enemy was put | 
in complete rout, leaving behind them two pieces of can- 
non, four caissons, and a large number of small arms, and 
about three hundred prisoners. Our loss was one hundred 


| and fifty killed and three hundred wounded ; enemy’s loss 


five hundred killed and one thousand wounded. 
JAMES SHIELDS, Brigadier General. 
AID TO THE STATES IN EMANCIPATION. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to take up for 
consideration the joint resolution of the House of 
Representatives tendering the aid of the Govern- 
ment to such States as wish to abolish slavery. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (H. R. No. 48) 
declaring that Congress ought to coéperate with, 
affording pecuniary aid to, any State which may 


| adopt the gradual abolishment of slavery; the | 
pone question being on the amendment of Mr. 


avis to strike out all after the word ‘ that’? in 
the resolution, and to insert: 


Although the whole subject of slavery in the States is 
exclusively within the jurisdiction and cognizance of the 
government and people of the States, respectively, having 
slaves, and cannot be interfered with directly or indirectly 


| by the Government of the United States, yet, when any of 


those States or their people may determine to emancipate 
their slaves, the United States will pay a reasonable price 
for the slaves they may emancipate and tiie cost of their 
colonization in some other country. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
tial difference between the resolution framed by 
the President and the resolution as proposed by 
the Senator from Kentucky. The resolution as 
framed by the President is more terse and I think | 
much better expressed, and it contains the same | 


| ideas, except the idea of colonization; and in my 


opinion, it had better be adopted as it was framed 
by the President. 


tion carefully excludes the idea that Congress has 
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is that whenever any State desires to relieve itself 
of the existence of slavery, the General Govern- 
ment will help that State to the extent of its ability, 
without pointing out the mode or manner. Itisa 
simple proposition. Itrecognizes the right of each 
State to regulate and control its domestic institu- 
tions inthe broadestterms. The language is sim- 
ple and plain. I hope, therefore, that no amend- 
ment will be allowed to pass. 

Mr. DAVIS. ladmit that the general principle 
beth of the original resolution and of the substitute 


| which I have offered is the same; but the substi- 


tute proceeds to define the nature and the extent 


| of the assistance that the Congress of the United 


States is disposed to give to the States where sla- 
very exists or to individual slaveholders in those 


| States provided they should proceed in the work 


| of emancipation. 


| view of this subject. 


1 want Congress to express its 
will and its purpose in relation to that particular 
The original resolution on 
that pointis wholly indefinite. The extent of the 
assistance, the nature of the assistance, except that 


| itis to be pecuniary, is not at all defined or at- 


tempted to be defined by the original resolution. 
The substitute provides in explicit terms that if 
the slave States themselves or the slaveholders in 
those States undertake the work of manumitting 


| their slaves, the United States at least will give 
| them assistance to the extent of paying them a 


reasonable compensation for their slaves and fur- 


| ther contribute money to the colonization of those 


| what extent they are in earnest. 


slaves outside of the United States. 

I want to know whether gentlemen are in earn- 
est in that proposition, and I want to know to 
j If the border 
States, or individual citizens of the border States 
who own that description of property, can receive 
a satisfactory assurance that they will be compen- 
sated to something like the reasonable value of 
their slaves, and that a system of colonization will 


| be undertaken at the costof the United States Gov- 





ernment, by which the emancipated slaves will be 
removed from the country and established ina 
community to themselves or in a mixed commu- 
nity in some of the Central American Govern- 
ments, it would be a very great inducement and 
encouragement to them to enter upon the work. 
But the general proposition will not commend it- 
self in any considerable degree, in my judgment, 
to the favor of the States holding slaves, or the 
slaveholders of those States, unless there is a spe- 
cific and a definite pledge of the extent of assist- 
ance to something like the measure that is indi- 
cated in my proposition. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to say in a word 
that, as | understand it, the resolution suggested 
by the President covers two ideas: first, emanci- 


| pation by the Siates at their own pleasure, in their 


own way, either immediately or gradual; and, 
second, the idea of colonization, a thing believed to 
be necessary to go along side by side with eman- 
eipation by nine tenths of the people of the States 
interested, and without which they declare eman- 
cipation impossible. The resolution does not 


| mention compensation nor colonization either, but 


implies and looks to both. I shall vote for the 
resolution withoutamendment. Ido not desire to 
go into details at present. I regard it but a decla- 
ration of a purpose on the part of Congress. 
Mr. President, within this District of Colum- 
bia, where we have exclusive legislative power, 
there is no doubt about the power of Congress to 
raise money to compensate the owners of slaves 
when emancipated, or to raise money to aid in 
colonizing them. Within the States, however,a 
question may be made as to the power of Con- 
gress to raise money to compensate for slaves 


| within the States; but on the question of raising 
| money to aid in their colonization there can be 


I do not see any substan- || 


any right to interfere with slavery in the States. || 
It contains two or three simple propositions. One || the question now. I rose simply to say that I 


no question whatever. The Constitution denies 
to the States all powers to make treaties with for- 
eign States. They can be made by this Govern- 
ment alone. The Constitution expressly gives 
Congress power to regulate commerce with for- 
eign countries. By treaties with foreign countries 
we have power to encourage and to aid this pop- 
ulation to go there and aid in developing their re- 
sources, and, in consideration of these advantages, 
they will give us by treaty, not only the rights of 


| citizenship to these persons who are colonized, 
I think the President’s resolu- || 


but give us great commercial advantages, repay- 
ing us all our expenditure fourfold. 
But, Mr. President, I do not intend to discuss 
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believe this resolution of the President covers all || the faith of this Government that the value of the 
which is necessary to be done to accomplish the || slaves shall be paid upon emancipation. The 
purposes both of gradual emancipation and of || proposition of the President promises nothing. 
gradual colonization, without which, as I have || It does not say that slaveholders, when the slaves 
said, uine tenths of all the people within the slave- || are liberated, shall ever receive a dollar. Itis a 
holding States declare emancipation in those States || vague, unmeaning proposition, saying that Con- 
absolutely impossible. Yes, sir; nine tenths of all || gress ought to codperate; not saying that Congress 
the people in those States, and probably more than \| will, notsaying how Congress shall coéperate, not 
nine tenths, refuse to entertain the idea of emanci- || saying that Congress shall pay the value of the 
pation within the States without the idea of col- || slaves, as is said by the proposition of the Senator 


onizing Lhe negroes in some country by them- || from Kentucky. This Congress says that Con- 

selves. || gress ought to codperate; the rext Congress, after 
Mr. WiILLEY. Mr. President, as I remarked || some State, acting upon the inducementheld out, 

the other day, | cannot withhold the expression || 


of my regret that the President has deemed it to || its, may say, ‘ well, we are not bound by that; 
be his duty to make such a proposition to Con- || that Congress did notsay the appropriation should 


. ti . 
gress ac this time. f regret that any proposition || be made, and we are not going to make an appro- 


should be made in the present distracted state of || priation for any such purpose.”? I think, how- 
the country the tendency of which would be to || ever, those who are in favor of a proposition of 
woduce still further distraction in all probability. || this kind ought—they will pardon me for saying 


Sut, sir, | find myself now constrained to express || so, it is not for me to dictate, but I may make a | 


further regret that [ must differ from my friend || modest suggestion—to say in definite terms, as 
from Kentucky ia such a matter as this. I[ pay || proposed by the Senator from Kentucky, that the 
great respectand deference to his better judgment || money shall be paid upon the liberation of the 
and experience; but I simply rise to say that, as | slaves. 

between these propositions, I prefer the original Mr. BROWNING. 
resolution, and must vote against the amendment. || examined and considered this joint resolution very 
The original resolution distinctly recognizes the || carefully, and cannot perceive any objection that 
absolute right of the States themselves to control || can reasonably be taken to it by any person or 


this whole matter, It would bea repeated recog- || upon any account. It does not propose any in- 


nition on the part of Congress of that principle, || terference whatever on the part of the General || 


and I wouid rather see it pass in the form of the || Government with the question of slavery in the 
original resolauon than with any amendment that || States or elsewhere. It is simply a declaration 


would preseribe any conditions, any mode by || that in the event of any State hereafter choosing | 


which the States would be expected to carry into || to enter upon a system of gradual emancipation 


effect their designs in the premises. The original || of slaves, or gradual abolishment of slavery, the || 


resolutioa, as it stands, leaves the matter entirely || United States ought to codperate with that State 
to the discretion of the States as to what mode || by giving to it pecuniary aid, to be used by the 
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| shall have emancipated the slaves within its lim- || 


Mr. President, I have | 
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|| to compensate the former owners, to effect the 
| colonization of the manumitted slaves, or to settle 
|| them somewhere in her own country, or to dis. 
| tribute it among all these objects, she having the 
|| entire and unlimited control of the whole subject 
|| and the whole amount of means thatare afforded 
|| her, whenever the time comes. 

|| _ Now, sir, I cannot perceive that there is any 
|| just objection to this resolution, as itis a mere 
|| declaration of an opinion. The Senator from 
|| Delaware objects to it as in conflict with the Con- 


| stitution, upon what particular ground I do not 
|| know. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I will state it to the Sen- 
ator. If it is meant to keep this promise, then 
|| money must be appropriated out of the Federal 
} Treasury. In my view the performance of the 
|| promise, the appropriating of money out of the 
| Federal Treasury to give to the States to free their 
|| slaves, would be unconstitutional. I think you 





|, might just as well appropriate money out of the 
|| Federal Treasury to a State to set her horses loose 
|| upon the prairies. 
| Mr. BROWNING. I supposed that was the 
|| constitutional objection the Senator had; but that 
| is anticipating a question that has not yet arisen, 
| This resolution does not now propose any appro- 
|| priation at all, and it will be time enough to dis- 
|| cuss that when it comes before us; but | am sur- 
|| prised that such an objection should be urged by 
| the Senator from Delaware to-day, when no longer 
_ ago than yesterday he was as fully and thoroughly 
|| convinced, as it is possible to convince a man of 
the truth of any proposition, that it was compe- 
|| tent and constitutional for the General Govern- 
|| ment to appropriate money to remove slaves. No 
| longer ago than yesterday, the Senator himself 





‘| proposed an amendment to the bill for the aboli- 


they shall adopt in the premises, as to what kind || State, in its discretion, to compensate for the in- | tion of slavery in the District of Columbia, to the 


of legislation they shall adoptin regard to slavery, 
aud leaves them without any difficulty of any im- 
plicauion that might be raised hereafter in the ex- 
ercise of their power in consequence of any action 
on the part of Congress as to the manner in which 
it should be exercised. 

Sir, I shall, under the convictions of my judg- 
ment, voce for the original proposition, not with- 


out hesitation, not without the deepest regret, for | 


I fear thatit may lead Lo consequences which may 
be disastrous to the peace of the country; but I 
believe chat these consequences will be much less 
pernictous and iajurious than the results of other 


measures which ave before the Senate and before | 
the country; and if my vote for the proposition | 


of the President (for it is his proposition) shall 
lead to its adoption, and thereby in any manner 
tend to assuage the strife that is in the land, to put 
dowa contention, to prevent or to modify distrac- 
tion, £ shall have accomplished a purpose that will 
be exceedingly gratifying to me. I, therefore, 
under the circumstances, have risen simply to say 
that f regret to be compelled under these views of 
the case to vote against the proposition of my 
friend from Kentucky, to whose better judgment 
m almost any other case I would be willing to 
defer. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I expressed my views 
very briefly the other day in reference to this res- 
olation, its constituuonality, and its propriety. I 
shall not repeat now what I said then. I believe 
that the original resolution, as presented by the 
Judiciary Committee, which has been denomin- 
ated the President’s proposition, is unconstitu- 
tional if it is ever to be performed. It may not be 
unconstitutional to make a promise, but the hon- 
est and truthful man when he makes a promise 
imtends to regard it. | look upon the performance 
of any such promise on the part of the General 
Governmentas unconstitutional. Ihave the same 
view in reference to the proposition submitted by 
the Senator from Kentucky. I think it is equally 
unconstitational, If I could have a choice be- 
tween two unconstitutional propositions I should 
infinitely prefer the proposition of the Senator 
from Kentucky; and if I believed either one of 
these propositions was constitutional, if I sup- 
posed Congress had any such power as is con- 
templated by eitherone, IL should vote for the prop- 
esition of the Senator from Kentucky as the least 
of two evils. 

Now, itis all folly to say that the proposition 
made b¥ the President is the same as that made 
by the Senator from Kentucky. The Senator 
from Kentucky proposes, in plain words, to pledge 


| conveniences, public and private, produced by 
| such change of system. The resolution, which 

| is understood to have been prepared by the Pres- 

| ident, does not attempt to indicate in what way 
|| the pecuniary aid to be given by the General Gov- 
| ernment shall be appropriated—how it shall be 
|| used, in what manner itshall be disposed of—but 

| it leaves that entire question to the discretion of 
the State when she shall have entered upon a sys- 
tem of gradual emancipation, if she ever chooses 
| todo so. No State may ever act in reference to 
| this matter atall, If a State does act upon this 


| 
| 





| 
|| cipation, it will be time enough then for us to dis- 
cuss the question of the pecuniary aid to be given; 
but even in that event, the resolution does not 
contemplate that we should make any appropri- 
ation of it other than pass it over to the State and 
leave her to dispose of it. It is for her to sa 

what application shall be made of it—whether it 
shall be distributed to those whose slaves have 
been manumitted, or whether it shall be appro- 
priated for colonization. Thatisall left to be con- 
sidered and disposed of by the State Legislature 
in its discretion, uncontrolled and untrammeled 
by any action of the General Government. This 
resolution does not contemplate that the General 
Government shall interfere in any manner, shape, 


ject of slavery. It is simply a declaration that 
| in the event of such a contingency occurring, it 
would then be proper for the General Government 
to afford pecuniary aid. 

Now, sir, I do not think the resolution indi- 
cates that there is to be payment for slaves to 
masters, or that there isto be an appropriation of 
money for their colonization; but it leaves that 
whole question to be disposed of by the State 
Legislatures themselves, as it should be. That 
is the proper place for it. A State Legislature 
may choose to adopt a system of apprenticeship; 
in that event, if she gets pecuniary aid from the 
General Government, she may do with it as she 
pleases, it would not be necessary to me se 
any portion of it for colonization. She may 
choose to adopt a system of gradual emancipa- 
tion; if she did that, her application of any pe- 
cuniary aid she might receive from the General 
| Government would consequently be modified; or 
she may choose to adopt a system of instant and 
immediate emancipation, and in that event there 
would be a sull further modification of the appro- 
priation of pecuniary aid afforded her by the Gen- 
eral Government. ‘The State is left to do as she 


pleases in that regard. She may appropriate it 





subject, and does adopta system of gradual eman- | 


or form, or to any extent whatever, with the sub- | 


| effect that it should be the duty of the General 
| Government, at her expense and cost, to remove 
|| all the manumitted slaves from the District of 
|| Columbia to the free States, and to settle them 


|| there. 
| Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator from 
Illinois allow me a moment? 

Mr. BROWNING. Certainly. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam very glad the Sen- 
ator has alluded to that, because | indicated very 
clearly when I offered that amendment the reasons 
why I did it. I stated distinctly that I acted on 
that occasion on the principle laid down by the 
Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. Davis,] to make an 
unconstitutional measure as unobjectionable as 
possible. I did regard and do now regard the prop- 
osition to abolish slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia as made in that bill unconstitutional. I 
|| regarded my own amendment in the same light; 

but I thought if you would adopt an unconsti- 
tutional bill, an unconstitutional amendment im- 
proving it might be innocent, by way,as faras you 
can, of perfecting an unconstitutional bill. I stated 
|| distinctly however, that I intended to vote against 

the bill under any circumstances. 

Mr. BROWNING. Mr. President, I did not 
then conceive, and I do not now conceive, that the 
Senator supposed his amendment to be a violation 

of the Constitution. I cannot comprehend how 
|| a Senator acting under oath to keep and observe 
|| the Constitution, to preserve it inviolate, should 
himself propose a measure which he believed at 
the time to be a violation of the Constitution, and 
give it the sanction of his vote. I did not compre- 
hend it then, I do not now; and I think the Sen- 
|| ator is mistaken in supposing that he was under 
the impression that his amendment was unconsti- 
tutional. It went very much further than this 
resolution does, and went quite as far as the Gen- 
eral Government would go if the contingency con- 
templated by this resolution should hereafter arise 
and the General Government should then execute 
her promise by appropriating money for this pur- 
pose. 

I only intended to say, Mr. President, that 
deeming this resolution much less objectionable 
than the amendment proposed to it, I shall adhere 
to the original resolution. It does not propose in 
the slightest degree, in any shape or form, or to 
any extent, or to a intent, to interfere with sla- 
very in the States. It leaves that where the Con- 








stitution left it and where it ought to be left. I do 
|| not think the resolution goes at all beyond the con- 

stitutional and appropriate powers of Congress. 
I will simply say, in 


Mr. SAU R 
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addition to what I have already said in reference 
to my action yesterday, that I believe it is the uni- 
yersal custom in legislative bodies—in fact I con- 
sulted with some friends in reference to the pro- 
riety of such a course—to offer an amendment 
to the bill which you believed to be unconstitu- 
tional, although the amendment itself might be 
unconstitutional, provided the amendment -will 
make the bill less injurious to the public than it 
would be without the amendment. That I un- 
derstood to be the principle upon which the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky acted the other day; and I 
expressly stated that I adopted that principle in 


reference to the bill before the Senate yesterday. | 


The Senator from IMinois cannot understand why 
I should do that, acting under the oath to sup- 
port the Constitution. | can see very readily how 

might do it, although the Senator might not see 
how he could doit. Ifa majority of this Senate 
believed they had a right to pass that bill, I had 
no doubt they would believe they had the right 
to pass the amendment, and then, if it were adopt- 
ed, it would be the judgment of the Senate that it 
was a constitutional measure. At the time I of- 
fered the amendment, I distinctly stated to the Sen- 
ate that, under any form in which the bill could 
be presented, with the adoption of that amend- 
ment or any other that could be made to it, I 
should vote againstit. I conceived, according to 
the principles of legislative bodies, and according 
to the judgment of those with whom I consulted, 
that I had a perfect right to render an obnoxious 


measure less injurious by any amendment which | 


I could propose. 
Mr. DAVIS. If the proposition of the Presi- 
dent is as broad as the substitute, it seems to me 


that those who are of that opinion cannot have | 


any valid objection to voting for the substitute, un- 
less the substitute is broader in its operation than 
the resolution of the President, or the resolution 
reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Now, sir, in relation to the objection made by the 
honorable Senator from Illinois, he says that the 
proposition of the President does not pretend to 
direct or to control the manner in which the as- 
sistance that is there promised to the States that 
may act on this system of emancipation shall be 
expended by those States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning hour 
having expired, it becomes the duty of the Chair 
to call up the special order of the day. 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope the Senate will pro- 
ceed with thissubject. I think we can soon geta 
vote upon it. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 


Minnesota is entitled to the floor on the special | 


order. 
Mr. WILKINSON. 


posing of allowing a vote to be taken on this res- 
olution. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. That will be con- 
sidered the sense of the Senate, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. DAVIS. I shall not occupy the attention 
of the Senate more than a few minutes. 
prosentong: to state, the objection of the honora- 

le Senator from Illinois to the substitute is that 
the original resolution does not pretend to control 
or direct the manner in which the assistance that 


is offered by it to the States shall be expended by | 


the States. Neither does the substitute. It merely 
defines and ascertains the amvuunt of assistance 


I have no objection to | 
waiving the special order temporarily for the pur- | 


As | was | 








that is promised by that resolution to the States | 
and to the citizens of the States who own slaves 


and who may emancipate them. That measure 
of assistance is declared to be the value of the 
slaves and the cost of their colonization. Thatis 


the standard by which the amount of assistance | 
that is promised to this work is to be ascertained, || 


and that is the only effect of those words in the 
substitute. If assistance shouid be given to the 
States or to the citizens of the States to the extent 


of the value of the slaves that mr thus be man- | 


umitted and the cost of their co 
sum would be as independent of the control or 
direction of the General Government in its ex pend- 
iture as any assistance that might be obtained by 
the original resolution, The material difference 


is this, that the one fails to ascertain to any extent | 


or by any standard or measurement the amount 
of assistance that is promised, It may be the 
smallest amount, or it may be an amount equiv- 
alent to the standard that is offered in the i- 


onization, that | 


Sena 


SS 














tute. It is for the purpose of ascertaining the | 
standard and the measure of assistance that the || 
Congress of the United States, in the passage of 

such a resolution, may propose to the States as 

an inducement for them to enter upon this work | 
of emancipation, that | have proposed this substi- || 
tute in definite terms to ascertain that amount and | 
that standard. 

1 will-ask that the original resolution and the | 
substitute also be read; but 1 will makea remark | 
or two before they are read. Sir, I hold, and have 
always held, and have always seen gentlemen of | 
the utmost fairness and honor in legislation, legis- 
late on this principle: a measure is proposed in a | 
deliberate assemblage, of which they are mem- | 
bers; that measure is wholly objectionable tothem, | 
and they are opposed to it in its general principle, | 
and intend to vote against it; but, avowing dis- | 
tinetly and frankly the position which they oc- | 
cupy, and the course which they ultimately in- | 
tend to take in relation to the measure, I hold that | 
it is a perfectly consistent and legitimate mode of 
legislation for them to offer amendments which, 
in their judgment, will improve it, and render it 
less objectionable, at the same time avowing dis- | 
tinctly and frankly their purpose to vote against 
the measuge even when thus amended. Sucha 
course of legislation as that does net violate my | 
system of political or legislative ethics at least; 
and I suppose it does not violate the system of || 
political or legislative ethics of any gentleman 
when he is placed in a position that will authorize 
him to take such a course. 

I intend to vote for my substitute to this reso- 
lution, if I vote alone. Why, sir, to vote alone 
has no sort of terror for me. I would prefer to | 
have company; and I would prefer to have enough 
of company to sustain me in what I believe isa 
proper principle and a proper measure; but if | | 
cannot get thatamountof company, and my prin- | 
ciple or my measure is important and right in it- | 
self, I hesitate not one instant of time to véte for | 
it, though I vote alone. I once voted against a | 
very indifferent and a very vicious constitution of | 
the State of Kentucky, in a convention of one 
hundred members, and I voted alone; and that 
vote is the proudest recollection of my life in all 
of my political career. | would not give the honor 
of that vote, the solace which it gives me, my con- | 
fidence in its rectitude and in its wisdom, for all 
the little, meager political laurels that I have ever 
won, if won any I ever have. 

I intend to vote for the substitute that I have 
offered; and if that fails, I intend to vote for the 
resolution as it was reported by the Committee 
on the Judiciary, because it is an emanation, not 
of a measure, but of a sentiment and an abstract 
principle of the President of the United States, in 
whose integrity and political rectitude I have en- 
tire confidence. With the Senator from Virginia 
I would have greatly preferred that this proposi- | 
tion had not been thrown before Congress. I 
would have greatly preferred that this Congress |! 
should have restricted itself exclusively—with in- 
exorable exclusion—to every measure and ques- 
tion that appertained to the successful prosecution | 
of the war alone, and that no other subject, or no 
other question, except what was inseparably and 
properly connected with the war, should have 
been thrown into either House of Congress to 
produce diverse discussions or differences of opin- 
ion among the members of both bodies of all par- 
ties who are honestly, truly, and faithfully for the 
successful prosecution of the war to the final and | 
utter subjugation of the rebellion. 

Mr. President, if that course had been pursued | 
this Congress would have saved months of the | 
duration of this war to the country, and they 
would have saved notonly millions, but hundreds 
of millions, in my judgment, to the Treasury of 
the United States. They would have restricted 
the continuance of this war months and months, 
when its expenditures amount probably to fifty 
millions for every month. Gentlemen have not | 
chosen to pursue that policy in reference to the 
war. The responsibility is not upon the minority 
in this body; itis upon the majority. They think | 
that that responsibility is now nominal; but, sir, | 
when this enormous and stupendous tax bill is | 
imposed upon the country, and the people of the 
United States have to walk up tothe shouldering | 
of that burden, and to the payment of the vast | 
and various and most onerous taxation that will | 
be imposed by it, the day of responsibility will | 





| granted is the limit of power. 


_ of meeting its full requirements. 


then come, and it will come with a vengeance. 
The people then will begin to inquire how came 
this war to be protracted to such a length? How 
came its expenditures to exceed beyond fancy or 
imagination the costs of all the other wars in 
which this country has been engaged? Here, sir, 
is a fact in relation to the cost of this war in blood 
and treasure, and in relation to the heavy burden 
of taxation that will be imposed on the people to 
carry iton. It is stranger in reality ond in truth 
than any previous fiction ever was m relation to 
the expenditures of this Government. It is the 
madness and the folly and the ambition and the 
disregard of former pledges by the party in power, 
and a trampling upon the principles of the Con- 
stitution, that will have led the country into this 
great abyss of taxation, and nothing less than 
that, to a great extent, will have produced this 
enormous evil. ‘There is nodoubt about itatall. 
But, sir, | did not rise here to discuss this subject 


at any length, but merely to make a pointortwo 
of explanation. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution and 
the amendment will both be read. 

The Secretary again read them. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Mr. President, before 
voting on the resolution reported to the Senate 
from the Committee on the Judiciary, I think it 
my duty briefly to present the reasons which will 
govern my action. 

There is no Senator on this floor who more 
highly approves the sentiment conveyed by the 
resolution than myself. There is no Senator on 
this floor who would be more rejoiced to see our 
border slave States relieved from an institution 
which to them is an incubus; and no one person- 
ally, | think, according to my own means, would 
go further to aid in such a purpose. I appreciate 


| the generous purposes on the part of the Execu- 


tive thatinduced the communication of which this 
resolution is the result. But I have learned in the 
school wherein I studied the Constitution of my 
country, that this Federal Government was one 
of limited powers, contained and defined in the 


|| grant of powers, and that nothing was granted to 


this Federal Government but for the purposes of 
administration and government—for public and 
general purposes. Is,there or is there not any 
limitation upen the Federal Government in dis- 
posing of the moneys assessed upon the people, 
and brought into the Federal Treasury? May it 


| or may it not be expended for —_ and for every 


purpose? If they can be expended for all pur- 
poses or for any purpose in the will of Congress, 
then there can be no objection to this measure, so 
far as the question of power is concerned. Butif 


| there be a limitation, | would ask what limita- 
tion? 


And then, if Pwere to answer the question 
I asked, | would for its resolution look to the Con- 
stitution. It isnot at this time denied but thatthe 
Federal power is power granted by the terms, ex- 
press or implied, in the Constitution. The power 
The question then 
is, is this a power granted? That is, the power 
to take money from the Federal Treasury, not for 
the purposes of government, not for any purpose 
indicated in that instrument, but as a charity to 


| any one of the States of the Union who may come- 


and ask a particular charity at its hands. Ido not 


| myself, with the instructions | have had, under- 


stand that we have the constitutional right to make 


| ourselves almoners for the States of this Union 


any more than we have for the States of Europe. 
Could we appropriate $20,000,000 to maintain the 
rights of the Government of Italy, as against 
France allied, if you please, with the Government 
at Rome? We would neither have the right nor 


| the constitutional power, but we would have both 


the right and the constitutional power to the same 
extent as to be almoners of the bounty of the 
Government by distributing millions to the States 
of this Union. 

However beneficent these acts of charity might 


| be, however much they might subserve the har- 


mony and peace of the Union, it is our office only 
to go to the extent of our commission. The Con- 
stitution of the United States is the commission 
under which we act, and going beyond it is a vio- 
lation of it, and much more so than falling short 
If we can inau- 
gurate such a policy as this, we can inaugurate 
any other like policy for the mere purpose of cliar- 
ity. The Senator from Kentucky says that these 


| institutions belong entirely to the States. The 
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Executive affirmed the same doctrine that these 
msetitutions belong entire ly to the State 8. If they 
ave evils in the States, and if they are hard to be 
borne, it is not for us to throw the burden of that 
evil upon the people of Maive or of California. 
lt is not the reht of this Senate to impose upon 





the people on the shores of the Pacific a tax for 
the purpose of emancipating the slaves of Ken- 
tucky, Missouri, or Maryland. There is no such 
power vest d in this Government, in one or in all 
of itsdepartments. These are times of war, when 
rreatiavitade is todulged in, both in legislation and 
administration. ELowever far such latitaudinarian 
policies may be generally approved, | feel myself 

tiled upon when there 1s a plain rule,as I think, 
of constututional limitation, to conform myself 
to it. 

| have another objection to this measure. As 
much, I say avain, as | approve of the sentiment 
expressed ‘in the communication of the President 
and the pending resolution, it would, in my judg- 
ment, better become some place of discussion out- 
side the Halls of Congress. Itis brought forward 
now: and whatis its character? Itis not legisla- 
tion; it is the affirmation of a policy; and what 
does it inaugurate ? It inaugurates a continuous 
systematic policy on the part of this Government 
to engage in the manumission of slaves in the slave 
States. Is there anything of benefit to be derived 
from the inauguration of such a policy? Have 
not questions, if not the same, to which this is col- 
lateral, disturbed Congress and the country for 
years—discussion unprofitable, illegitimate, and 
mischievous. Ltis now proposed tomake them per- 
manently leoitimate, The Government istogo into 
the business of emancipating the slaves in the slave 
States. ‘That will be the great absorbing topic, 
and the great questions that belong to really legit- 
imate legislation, our inter-State relations, our re- 
lations abroad, our general policy and measures of 
necessary administration will be absorbed in this 
question of manumitting the slaves of the border 
slave States. Sir, | think we have had enough of 
this character of business, and I, for one, am not 
disposed to make this order of business legitimate 
by any vote of mine. [am not disposed by my 
act to approve of its superseding the proper busi- 
ness of the Federal Congress. I protest against 
the discussion in every form. It can accomplish 
no good; and I undertake to say, althouch | know 
that this measure was brought forward with the 
purpose of accomplishing great and beneficent re- 
sults, itcan accomplish no good. I have seen the 
time when | hoped Missouri would soon provide 
for the gradual emancipation of her slaves, and it 
would have been done but for agitation. I have 
seen the same thing in Kentucky. The same thing 
has been known in the history of Kentucky, Vir- 
ginia, Maryland, and Delaware. I believe that 
by the just administration of the Government of 
its own affairs, the legitimate course of events will 
accomplish all these results yet; but they never 
will be accomplished by legislation. We may have 
this subject agitated session after session, year 
after year, Congress after Congress, angry dis- 
cussions, expensive discussions, profitless discus- 
sions—Federal legislation cannot cure this evil; it 
cannot be reached by any such medicine; for favor- 
able times, circumstances, events, we may hope; 
but if we here undertake the management of this 
great social problem, we will find that we are not 
merely anticipating, but that we are usurping the 
ways of Providence, and assuming an office higher 
than any to which we have been yet elected. 

Mr. POWELL. I have examined very care- 
fully the message and resolution of the President, 
and I confess, the more | investigate, the more 
strongly am 1 opposed to it. I can see no good, 
but great mischief, to come from it. I regard the 
whole thing, so far as the slave States are con- 
cerned, as a pill of arsenic, sugar-coated. I am 
opposed to it in every form in which it may be 


presented, In the first place, no practical good | 


can yesult from the resolution. It does not pro- 
pose anything specific and certain. It is merely 
an annunciation of what Congress ought to do in 
certain contingencies, without even saying that it 
will do it. The whole scope and tendency of the 
resolution is to keep up agitation in the border 
slave States; and that can result in no good, but 
it will inevitably do much harm. It will be in- 


jurious to our property, and create a feeling of | 


| 


uneasiness there that cannot possibly work any- | 
thing but mischief; and that, in my judgment, is | 
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its seope and design. 1 think its «bject is to in- 
augurate abolition parties in the border slave 
States. 

I confess { much prefer the amendment of my 
colleague to the original resolution, and for that 
I shall vote; but it is due to candor that I should 
say, that even if the amendment of my colleague 
should prevail, | shall vote against the resolution, 


|| for | will not vote for it in any form whatever. 


| | prefer the amendment of my colleague, because 
it is more direct, more specific; and while, in my 


judgment, | think it is very wrong, still it is bet- | 


ter than the resolution. Now, sir, what is this 
resolution? 


Resolved, That the United States ought to cotiperate with 
any State which may adopt gradual abolishment of slavery, 
giving to such State pecuniary aid, to be used by such State 
in its diseretion, to compensate for the inconveniences, 
public and private, produced by such change of system. 

What good will be accomplished by the adop- 
tion of that resolution? None whatever. It will 
result in agitation, and it will lead the people of 
the slave States to believe that this is but one of 
a series of measures to destroy their domestic 
institutions. You have now before the Senate, 
which I suppose will be very speedily passed, a 
bill abolishing slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia. That the people will couple withthis reso- 
lution, Now,sir, if you are going todo anything 
of the kind, why not pass a law stating distinctly 

_and specifically what you intend todo? Youdo 
not do that; you merely throw this resolution out 
as a kind of tub to the whale, to let slavery agi- 
tators sport with it for the purpose of injuring the 
people of the border slave States. If you were to 
pass a solemn pledge that you would not do it, I 
would not give a fig for your political pledges. 
What arethey? We know something about them. 
In my judgment, when the President sent this 
message and resolution to the two Houses of Con- 
gress he plainly and palpably violated the doctrine 
announced in his inaugural address, which I will 
read. I know that the Senator from Hlinois [Mr. 
Browne] says that this measure is no interfer- 
ence, directly or indirectly, with slavery in the 
States. I greatly differ from the honorable Sen- 
ator when he made that announcement. I think 
it is an interference, an indirect and most insidi- 
ous interference. What did the President say in 
his inaugural address? 

** Apprehension seems to exist among the people in the 
southern States that by the accession of a Republican ad- 
ministration their property and their peace and personal 
security are to be endangered. ‘I‘here has never been any 
reasonable cause for such apprehension. Indeed, the most 
ample evidence to the contrary has all the while existed 
and been open to their inspection. It is found in nearly 
all the published speeches of him who now addresses you. 
I do but quote from one of those speeches when I declare 
that ‘1 have no purpose directly or indirectly, to interfere 
with the institution of slavery in the States where it exists. 
I believe I have no lawful right to do so, and 1 have no in- 
clination to do so.’ ”’ 

| Is notthis resolution an interference? Is it not 
an indirect interference? Is it not holding out an 
inducement to the people of the border States that 

| if they will emancipate their slaves they shall re- 
ceive aid from the General Government? That 
man must be stupid indeed who does not know 
that thatis an interference. It is an unmistakable 
interference; and the sole object of it is to keep 
up the slavery agitation, which I have always 
thought should be banished from these Halls. If 
the measures before the two Houses of Congress 
do not look as if it were wished to interfere with 
slavery in the States where it exists, | am ata loss 
| to know what will cause the people to think that 
| interference is not desired. 

Now, let us look at this message a little fur- 
| ther: 

“The Federal Government would find its highest inter- 
| est in such a measure as one of the mostefficient means of 
| self-preservation.”’ . 
| What does that mean? It is a distinct annun- 
| ciation by the President of the United States that 

the abolition of the institutions of the slave States 

| is necessary for the preservation of the country. 
It is that; nothing more, nothing less. It is a 
clear and distinct annunciation that to preserve 
our institutions and the Union, you must abolish 
the institution of slavery in those States. That 
is the object, the meaning, the intent, Letus read 
a little further: 


“The leaders of the existing insurrection entertain the 
hope that this Government will ultimately be foreed to ac- 


knowledge the independence of some part of the disaffected | 


region, and that all the slave States north of such part will 


| 


already gone, we now choose to go with the southern sec. 
| tion.’ ‘lo deprive them of this hope substantially ends the 
rebellion; and the initiation of emancipation completely 
deprives them of it as to all the States initiating it.” ’ 


That language cannot be misunderstood; and 

after that, he treats us with a modest intimation— 
| | admit very artfully and very cautiously couely d 
|—that if we do not take this offer, somethine 
| worse might come; that is, if we do not choose 
| to take the meager amount that Congress in jts 
| great liberality may choose to give, there might 
| exist a contingency in which they would take our 
| property anyhow. 
| Again, the President says: 


i} ‘Jn the annual message last December I thought fit to 


| say *the Union must be preserved { and hence all indis- 
| pensable means must be employed.’ I said this not hastily, 
| but deiiberately. War has been made, and continues to 
| be an indispensable means to this end. A practical reac 
| kKnowledgment of the national authority would render the 
| War unnecessary, and it would at once cease. If, how 
ever, resistance continues, the war must also continue; 
| and it is impossible to toresee all the incidents which may 
| attend and ail the ruin which may follow it. Such as may 
| seem indispensable, or may obviously promise great effi- 
| ciency towards ending the struggle, must and will come.” 
Now comes the modest intimation of the Pres- 
ident, and I call it most direct interference: 
| The proposition now made, though an offer only, [hope 
it may be esteemed no offense to ask whether the pecuni- 
ary consideration tendered would not be of more value to 
| the States and private persons concerned than are the in- 
| stitution and property in it, in the present aspect of affairs ?”” 
| What does he mean by those words “in the 
| present aspect of affairs?’’ He told you distinctly 
| in the previous sentence that the necessity might 
| exist for abolishing this institution as a Union- 
| saving scheme. 
It 1s not my purpose to make any extended 
remarks on this resolution. I know that it will 
| pass; but I could not permit it to pass without 
making my earnest protest against it. If it does 
| pass, what will be its effect?) As I before stated, 
nothing but to agitate, to depreciate, and to injure 
| the domestic institutions of the border States, for 
it affords nothing practical; and I never did and 
| never will believe that gentlemen representing the 
| free States of this Union will come here and vote 
| an adequate compensation to those who may be 
deprived of their slaves. If 1 were a member of 
| the Senate from a free State, | would not vote 
|| money out of the national ‘Treasury to buy the 
|| negroes of other people. I would not do it, in 
| the first place, because I do not believe it is con- 
| stitutional. 1 do not think we have the constitu- 
| tional power to devote the money of the public 
| in that way any more than we should have to de- 
| vote it to pay the State of Illinois for her horses 
| or neat cattle. We have no right or power under 
| the Constitution to do it. Then, as a matter of 
| policy, if | were a representative from a free State, 
| 1 would not do it. 
| 1 have heard interpretations of the message 
| given by some gentlemen of very great distinction 
of the extreme anti-slavery party. I heard a dis- 
tinguished member in the other end of the Cap- 
| itol give an interpretation of it. He construed it 
_ to mean that if we did not accept this proposition 
the Government would take our slaves anyhow. 
| Well, sir, | happened a few nights ago, through 
curiosity, to go to the Smithsonian Institution, to 
hear a man of some distinction as an orator and 
| lecturer in this country. I took my seat in the 
| gallery, and there I heard this man, Wendell 
Phillips, for half an hour, and he distinctly an- 
nounced, after eulogizing the President very 
| highly for this message, that the interpretation of 
it was simply saying to the border slave State 
men: **Gentlemen, if you do not take this we 
| will take your negroes anyhow.’’? That was the 
interpretation given to it by Mr. Wendell Phil- 
| lips. That was the interpretation given to it by 


|| some gentlemen of the House of Representatives, 


| and that, in my opinion, is the plain, distinct, and 
| proper interpretation of the message, when you 
| take it as a whole. Believing that it will result in 
| no good, but much harm and very great mischief, 
_and believing that it is unconstitutional, I shall 
oppose itinevery form. As I said, I shall vote 
for the amendment of my colleague, because I 
think it is better; but should the amendment of 
my colleague prevail, I shal] vote against the res- 
olution as amended. In no form in which it can 
be fixed shail it receive my support. 
Mr. LATHAM. Mr. President, I am very free 
_ to say that I believe the motive which prompted 


then say, ‘the Union for which we have struggled being | the sending of this resolution by the President to 
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Congress was a proper and a patriotic one. I | 
have scen nothing in the Chief Magistrate of this | 
nation that would induce me to believe that he is |} 
governed by any other than an anxious desire to || 
restore peace to the country, and to promote its || 
best Iiterests. 
if a State of the Union had a proposition now 
before this body , praying for aid from the Gen- | 
eral Government to assist In emancipating Its | 
slaves, ina tangible form, | should feel, of course, 
that it was my bounden duty to act upon it; but 
the proposition now before the Senate is pledg- 
ing in advance, on the part of the States where 
slavery does not exist, the taxation of their citi- 
zeus to assist any State who may see fit hereafter 
to engage in a general scheme of emancipation. | 
I know nothing whatever of the wishes of my 
constituency in this respect. It is a new propo- 
sition. I have no doubt they would go as faras | 
the citizens of any other of the loyal free States 
of the country in assisting any State in removing 
an incubus, an affliction, or in aid of any propo- 
sition that a State might submit for relief from 
slavery—the great bone of contention between the 
sections—within, of course, the power of the Con- | 
stitution of the country. But, sir, [ am not pre- | 
pared, us a representative of one of the States on 
the Pacific coast, to pledge the people thereof to 
submit to any kind of taxation that the Govern- 
ment may see fit to impose in a general scheme 
of emancipation, This is but an abstract prop- 
osition; and, in the absence of any light in rela- 
tion to the wishes of the constituency that I rep- 
resent, | shall vote in the negative against this 
and all similar propositions. 

Mr. MORRILL. [am greatly surprised at the 
course of this debate. [ had supposed it was pos- 
sible for somebody in some way to allude to the 
subject of slavery without eliciting indignation | 
or without rendering it a subject for discussion, 
for latitudinarian discussion, for discussion in vari- 
ous directions, for discussion in which gentlemen 
must think it necessary to define their positions. 
The honorable Senator from Kentucky (Mr. Da- 
vis] thinks this proposition fraught with so much 
mischief that while he regrets exceedingly that it | 
is introduced, he takes occasion to admonish us 
on this side of the Chamber, and to repeat—I do 
not mean to say it in any offensive sense—what 
he has asserted here so often on the floor, how 
responsible we are for the troubles in the country 
for just such propositions as these, how much 
better it would have been if we had confined our- 
selves within the legitimate sphere of legislation, 
and how much of the many millions that are being 
expended are attributable to us and to this sort of 
legislation. I have no objection if Senators think 
it proper to repeat this sort of speeches, time after 
time, upon any subject and upon all occasions; 
but they must not complain if they are admon- 
ished in return that we take different views of this 
subject than they do. 

Mr. President, how can it be possible that any 
Senator here can held, or that any public man 
anywhere can hold, that this simple proposition 
of the President of the United States is an offense | 
to any one, is an offensive proposition in any 
sense, considering the circumstances that surround 
us? Here we are in the midst of a gigantic rebel- 
lion that shakes the pillars of the Government. It 
is produced directly by slavery. Nobody denies 
that. Slavery is the main-spring and cause of it. || 
Slavery in these States has produced the whole of | 
it. 4f we are spending millions and hundreds of 
millions to maintain this Government, slavery has | 
done it. If our men are slaughtered, slavery is | 
responsible for it. 

Now, sir, the President, the first man in the 
nation, surveying the whole field of difficulty and 
danger, says to the nation, responsive to the great 
voice uttered long ago by the Father of his Coun- | 
try, it is desirable that this nation should be rid | 
of this greatevil. He saysitin no offensive sense. | 
He does not ask the Congress of the United States 
to legislate on the subject; he does not ask that 
we should put it in the form of legislation; but as 
a statesinan standing at the head of the nation and | 
surveying the whole field of difficulties, he inti- 
mates to the slave States whether it is not an op- 
portune time to consider the question, and whether 
Congress, being the source of all power in this 
country, will not so far adopt his suggestion as 
to commit itself in some degree to these slave 
States or to the nation; in other words, that the 
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legislature of the nat \ 
ments of the President of the United States, that 


ion will embody the senti- 


it is well now, amid these difficulties and while | 


the nation understands its great troubles and the 
cause of these troubles, that the nation should 


consider whether it is not wise to devise some 


plan for the legitimate extinction of slavery in so 
many of the States as are willing to adoptit. | 
cannot conceive that such a proposition as that is 
offensive, or can possibly be offensive to any man 


or any class of men who have not made up their | 
minds that above all things, Constitution, coun- |! 


try, everything, they hold slavery to be supreme. 


They will stand on that, no matter what becomes | 


of the country. They will not only resist all 


legislation on the subjeet, but they will treat with | 


scorn and contempt every invitation to consider 
the subject. 


tors place themselves here. ‘They are indignant 
that the President of the United States proposes 


‘That is the attitude in which Sena- | 


that these States in their own way shall consider || 
whether it is not expedient to get rid in the future | 


of the cause of our present troubles. 


Having said so much, sir, on the subject gen- | 
erally, I want to add just another word, and thatis, || 
that it seems to me the propriety of the thing is, | 


if we are togive legislative expression to this voice 
of the President, we ah give it in his own 
words, in the words he proposes to us. I| hope, 
therefore, that the amendment will be rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky, on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BROWNING (when Mr. Rice’s name 


| was called) said: The Senator from Minnesota, 


whose name has just been called, has been con- 
fined to his room for a week past with severe ill- 
ness, and he requested me to make that announce- 
ment to the Senate, if his name should be called, 
as explanatory of lis absence. ; 

The result was then announced—yeas 4, nays 
34; as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Davis, Henderson, Powell, and Wilson 
of Missouri—4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Browning, Carlile, Chandler, 
Clark, Collamer, Cowan, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, 


| Foot, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Harris, Howard, King, Lane 


of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, Latham, McDougall, Morrill, 
Pomeroy, Simmons, Stark, Sumner, ‘Ten Eyck, Trumbull, 
Wade, Wilkinson, Willey, Wilmot, Wilson of Massachu- 
setts, and Wright—34. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HENDERSON. I desire to offeran amend- 
ment, to insert at the end of the resolution the 
following proviso: 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be con- 
strued to imply a willingness on the part of Congress that 
any of the States now composing the Union shall be per 
mitted to withdraw permanently their allegiance to the 
Government; but it is hereby declared to be the duty of the 
country to prosecute the war until the Constitution shall 
have been restored over every State professing to have 
seceded. 


Mr. DAVIS. 


I ask for the yeas and nays on 
that amendment. 


The yeas and nays were not ordered, but four | 


Senators seconding the call. 
The amendment was rejected. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate | 


without amendment. 


Mr. HENDERSON. I move that the resolu- 


tion be laid on the table. I desire to say something | 


upon it; but I do not feel able to do so to-day. 

Mr. COLLAMER. | take it the gentleman 
does not really mean to lay it on the table. He 
means to postpone It. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COLLAMER. 
means to postpone until to-morrow, as he wants 
to speak upon it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
so vary his motion? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes, sir. 

The motion wasagreed to; and the further con- 
sideration of the resolution was postponed until 
to-morrow. 

SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 108) 
for the release of certain persons held to service 
or labor in the District of Columbia, the pending 
question being on the amendment proposed by 
Mr. Sautszvry, to insertas an additional section: 


And be it further enacted, That the said persons liberated 
under this act shall, within thirty days after the passage of 


1 suppose the Senator | 
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the same, be removed at the expense of the Federal Gov- 
ernment into the States of Maine, New Hampshire, Mas- 
sachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, Vermont, New 
York, Pennsvivania, New Jersey, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, 
Michigan, Lowa, Wiseonsin, Minnesota, Kansas, Oregon, 
and California, and that said persons shall be distributed to 


and among the said States pro rata, according to the pop- 
ulation of the same. 





Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. President, I am pre- 
pared upon this, as upon all other questions, to 
conform my action to the plain dictates of justice 
and of right. 1 believe that no one questions the 
constitutional power of Congress to abolish sla- 
very in the District of Columbia, except the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, (Mr. Davis;] nor have I 
heard it asserted on this floor that the bill'now 
before the Senate is, either in detail or in its gen- 
eral scope, in contravention of any principle of 
constitutional law. I do not believe that the 
measure in question is violative of any great prin- 
ciple of justice or humanity, or that it essentially 
violates those lofty principles by which nations 
as well as individuals should be governed. 

But, sir, it is opposed by gentlemen on the 
grounds of expediency; and we are warned in 
tones not altogether destitute of passion and pre- 
judice, of the evil consequences which will result 
from the freedom of the slaves of this District. 
Believing,as I do, that human slavery is the great 


| sin of this country, that it is in violation of every 


principle of justice and of truth, that its influence 
upon this country, and upon the world, has a tend- 
ency alike to encourage everything that is evil, 


| and to repress everything that is good in the State; 


that its evil influences are visited alike upon the 


| master and the slave; that it affects us for evil m 


| lition of slavery in the District of Columbia. 


our political as well as in our social relations, and 
that itis the primary cause of the wicked rebel- 
lion which has risen up against the constitutional 
authorities of the Government, | feel bound, by 
every vote which Lam called upon to give, and 
by every word which I may utter upon this ques- 
tion, to do everything in my power towards its 
final extinction; and, so far as my influence goes, 
to blot out the last remains of slavery on this con- 
tinent. 

Thus believing, I cannot place expediency in 
the scales against justice, nor shall I fail to per- 
form a simple duty for fear of the consequences 
which may result from such action. I believe 
with the hero of New Orleans, that *‘ the right is 
always expedient.’’ Indeed, it is safer to follow 
the unerring light of truth than to blunder along 
in the uncertain, devious path of expediency. 

The bill before the Senate provides for the abo- 
It 


| goes no further; it does nothing more; it does not 


propose to interfere with the institution in any of 
the States, nor does it in anywise affect the rela- 
tion of master and slave in any portion of the 
communities beyond the limits of this District. 

If there isa place upon the face of the earth 
where human slavery should be prohibited, and 
where every man should be protected in the rights 
which God and nature have given him, that place 
is the capital of this great Republic. It is an in- 
sult to the enlightened public sentiment of the age, 
that those who meet here from the free States of 
the Union, and the representatives of the free 
Governments of the earth—lovers of liberty— 
should be compelled in the capital of this free Re- 
public daily to witness the disgusting and shock- 
ing barbarities which a state of human slavery 
continually presents to their view. [tis a shame 
that here, upon common ground, the representa- 
tives of the loyal and free North, those who have 
never failed to discharge every duty to their coun- 
try, should be treated with contumely and con- 
tempt, and even hissed, as they have been in the 
Capitol of the nation, and in the galleries of the 
Senate, by the slaveholding influence of this Dis- 
trict. 

Yea, more, when the hour of peril came upon 


| the country, when acts of treason followed each 
| other in quick and rapid succession, when the 


| to turn to escay 


j 


i 


slaveholders were stabbing at the very-heart of 
the nation, when the heavens were all black with 
the impending storm, and no one knew whither 
ye the coming danger, we were here 
surrounded by slaveholding traitors who were 
daily plotting for the destruction of the Govern- 
ment which had fed them. A little more than a 
year ago these galleries were daily filled with a 
mob ready to cheer every eulogy pronounced for 
slavery and to applaud every utterance of trea- 
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son. Senators well remember the terrible scenes 
through which we passed when such vile traitors 
as Toombs, Davis, Wigfall, and Breckinridge 
were lionized by the slaveholders of this city;and 
when, upon this floor, these men defiantly pro- 
claimed their treason, there was no power to check 
them, for the whole authorities of the city were 
on their side, ‘The city polica was in sympathy 
with the traitors, and there was no security until 
the freemen of the North rushed to the defense of 
the capital, Why was this? Had this Govern- 
ment been unkind to the people of this District? 
No; the Government had built them up. It had 
given them all the prosperity they had. Why, 
then, were they opposed to its existence? There 
is but one answer to this question: this rebellion 
is the slaveholder’s rebellion, and this District 
was under the influence of slaveholders. That is 
the reason why so many of the people here were 
on the side of treason. 

Weall remember the fearful night when mem- 
bers of Congress and other citizens of the free 
States then in this city met in the large hall of one 
of the hotels here, and, organizing themselves into 
a company under the lead of the noble and brave 
Cassius M. Clay, and sending to the War De- 
partment for arms, they resolved that they would 
peril their lives in the defense of this capital. This 
little company was nearly all the defense against 
treason that this city at that ume had. But, sir, 
they were not long held in suspense. The tele- 
graph conveyed to them the cheering intelligence 
that the freemen of the North were rushing to 
their support. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Virginia who 
spoke in opposition to this bill the other day, [Mr. 
Wixtey,} said that he spoke asa border slave 
State man, the advocate of the sentiments of the 
State which he represents; *‘ as a representative 





of the public sentiment of the loyal people of Vir- | 


ginia, and in their name’’ the honorable Senator 
begged ‘** Senators to pause long enough to con- 
sider the position which they occupy.’’ Thatis 
just what I propose todo. I ask that honorable 
Senator to tell meif he can how many of the loyal 
people of Virginia rushed to the defense of this 
capital in that perilous hour when it was in dan- 
ger of falling inte the hands of the rebels. How 
many of the loyal people of Maryland rose up to 
uphold the Government in their very midst? Not 
one—no, sir; not one. 

Mr. WILLEY. 
since he makes the appeal to me and asks me the 
question, to say that there was a very good reason 
why we should notcome? We were the very first 
part of loyal territory invaded by the adversary; 


we had to stay at home to defend our wives and || 


children, whom we held dearer even than the capi- 
tal; but I can tell the honorable Senator that the 
two hundred and seventy thousand Western Vir- 
ginians, including the disloyal among them, have 
a greater percentage of men in the field this day 
than any other portion of territory or people of 
the United States. We have more than nine thou- 
sand men in the ficld out of a population of two 
hundred and seventy thousand, one third of whom 
were secessionists. Can Minnesota beat that? 

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. President, that is 
very good; but I think that if the loyal men of the 
northern States had not gone into Western Vir- 
ginia, the Senator himself would not have dared 
to return there. 

Mr. WILLEY. That is a fact, and I desire to 
express my obligations from the deepest recesses 
of my heart to the noble loyal neighbors we have | 
had, who have come to our rescue; but our own | 
blood has been mingled with theirs. 


Mr, WILKINSON. I think I can safely say | 


raised in defense of this capital until after the free- | 
men of the North came rushing down through | 
peril and great danger, some of them to meet death | 
on their way, to guard and protectit. Maryland, | 
now claiming to be loyal; now interposing her ob- | 
jection to the passage of this bill; now asserting 

her right to prevent the abolition of slavery in this | 
District, a the progress of free sentiments here, 

then lay as a wall of fire between the seat of Gov- 
ernment and these who were determined to up- 


itan city of Baltimore, where there should have 
been a Union sentiment if anywhere in the State, 


Will the Senator allow me, | 





| . : : —— 
the North who were quietly hastening to the de- || The people, debauched by slavery, corrupted by 
|| fense of the Government. I believe that the first || its degrading influence, and maddened by the 
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blood shed in this wicked rebellion was poured | 
outin Baltimore by the brave troops of Massa- | 


| chusetts whilealittle band of them, not more than |; 
/one hundred in number, were forcing their way || day on which this fearful tragedy occurred, 


_ through the maddened and infuriated mob of from || Mayor of Baltimore, humiliated and disgraced hy 


| eight to ten thousand, which resisted their passage | 


through the city. 

I will read a brief account of the bloody events 
of the 19th of April last, as recorded at the time; 
but before doing so, I will say that my argument 
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t 
: Pe evil 
| passions which it engenders, broke loose from all 


the restraints of law, and wildly trampled ciyj] 
authority under their feet. The morning after the 


the 


the events of the preceding day, though himsejf 
| suspected of being a secessionist, addressed tho 
| Governor of Massachusetts as follows: 


BALTIMORE, April 20, 1461. 
| Sir: Noman deplores the sad cvents of yesterday in this 


is, that we should root out slavery here because || City more deeply than myself, but they were inevitable, 


it is the only protection which freedom has in the 

Government, thatthere should bea loyal sentiment 

to surround and protect the capital of the nation 
| againsttreason. I will read a graphic account of 
| the first slaughter that took place in this war: 


‘A portion of the sixth Massachusetts, and the seventh 

| Pennsylvania, were attacked in the streets of Baltimore by 
amob upon their passage through that city. The Massa- 
chusetts regiment occupied eleven cars. Upon their arri- 
val at the President street depot, the cars were permitted to 
leave with the troops still on board, and proceeded quietly 
through the streets of Baltimore, on their way to the depot 
at the other side of the town. But they had not gone more 
than a couple of blocks before the crowd became so dense 
that horses attached to each car were scarcely able to push 
their way through. At this pointthe mob began to hoot and 
yell frightfully, and loud threats were uttered against the 

| military. The troops, however, maintained a strict reserve, 
| and the crowd then commenced to throw stones, brickbats, 
and other missiles in a perfect shower, against the cars. 
| Many of the troops were severely wounded in this manner. 
flowever, the first nine cars reached the depot, and de- 


parted for Washington. The remaining two cars of the train, | 


with about one hundred men, were thus cut off from the main 
body, and the men found themselves encompassed by an in- 
turiated mob of over eight thousand. ‘These isolated cars 
were immediately attacked, and several of the soldiers had 
their muskets snatched from them. At this moment news 
came that the Philadelphia volunteers had arrived, and the 
reportexcited the mob to a fearful degree. The road was now 
| obstructed, and the soldiers alighted, formed a solid square, 
and advanced with fixed bayonets in double quick time, the 
Mayor of Baltimore at their head, all the while surrounded 
by the mob—now swelled to at least ten thousand. The 
military behaved admirably, and still abstained from firing 
upon their assailants. The mob now commenced a perfect 
| Shower of missiles, occasionally varied by a random shot 
from a revolver or one of the muskets taken from the sol- 
| diers. The soldiers suffered severely from the immense 
quantity of stones, brickbats, paving stones, &c.; the shots 
fired also wounded several. When two of the soldiers had 
been killed, and the wounded had been conveyed to the 
center of the column, the troops at last, exasperated by the 
treatment they had received, commenced to return the fire 
| singly, but at no one time did a platoon fire in a volley. 
| ‘The volunteers, after a protracted and severe struggle, 
at last reached the depot, bearing with them in triumph 
their killed and wounded, and immediately embarked. 
**'T'wo of the Massachusetts men were killed and eight 
| wounded. Seven rioters were killed and many wounded, 
but the number is not known. When information was re- 
| ceived at the depot of this attack, the Pennsylvania regi- 
| ment, which was unarmed, was sent back. Some were 
slightiy wounded.”’ 


| . 
| On the same day of this outbreak, the Governor 

of the State and the Mayor of Baltimore, finding 

themselves entirely at the mercy of the secession- 
| ists and rebels of the city, decided that no more 
troops should be permitted to pass through the 
| town, and in pursuance of that decision addressed 
| a joint communication to John W. Garrett, pres- 

ident of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com- 
| pany, requesting him to send the troops which 
had arrived at the town on their way to this city 
back to the borders of Maryland. The following 
is a copy of that letter: 

Mayor’s Orrice, Crry Hatt, 
Battimore, -4pril 19, 1861. 

Sin: We advise that the troops now here be sent back 

to the borders of Maryland. Respectfully, 
GEORGE WILLIAM BROWN, 
‘THOMAS H. HICKS. 
Joun W. Garrett, Esq., 
President Baltimore and Ohio Railroad. 


Mr. President, the people of the city of Balti- 


| more were, at this critical hour, arrayed against 
that there was not a single arm from a slave State || 


the Government of their common country, and on 
the side of treason and rebellion. That those who 
were engaged in this affair were at once traitors 
and murderers, nu true man, no honest mind can 
doubt. The authorities of the State of Maryland 
were for the Union; the people were for treason. 
The wicked and rebellious people of Maryland 
regarded the peaceful passage of northern troops 
through their State, to defend the capital of our 
common country, as an invasion of their ‘* sacred 


| 
| 





| Our people viewed the passage of armed troops to another 
| State through the streets as an invasion of our soil, and 
could not be restrained. The authorities exerted them. 

selves to the best of their ability, but with only partial suc- 
cess. Governor Hicks was present, and concurs in all my 
views as to the proceedings now necessary for our protec- 
| tion. When are these scenes to cease? Are we to havea 

war of sections? God forbid. The bodies of the Massa- 
| chusetts soldiers could not be sent out to Boston, as you 

requested, all communication between this city and Phija- 
| delphia by railroad, and with Boston by steamers, haying 

ceased; but they have been placed in cemented coffins, and 
will be placed with proper funeral ceremonies in the mauso- 
leum of Greenwood cemetery, where they shall be retained 
| until further directions from you. ‘The wounded are tep- 
| derly cared for. 1 appreciate your offer, but Baltimore wij! 

claim it as her right to pay all expenses incurred. 

Very respecttully, your obedient servant, 

GEORGE W. BROWN, 
Mayor of Baltimore. 
Joun A. ANDREW, Governor of Massachusetts. . 
The Governor of Massachusetts returned this 

beautiful and touching reply: 


Dear Sir: I appreciate your kind attention to our 
wounded and our dead, and trust that at the earliest mo- 
ment the remains of our fallen will return to us. [Tam over- 
whelmed with surprise that a peaceful march of American 
citizens over the highway to the defense of our common 
| capital should be deemed aggressive to Baltimoreans, 
| Through New York the march was triumphal. 

JOUN A. ANDREW, 
Governor of Massachusetts. 
His Honor George W. Brown, Mayor of Baltimore. 

Mr. President, I will pursue this record no fur- 
ther. There is nothing in it to cheer the heart of 
the true patriot; there is no bright spot here upon 
| which the eye of the lover of the Union can rest. 
| It is said that Maryland is a loyal slave State. If 
she is loyal, what made her so? Is her position 
in the Union to be attributed to the Union-loving 
sentiments of her people? Is it to be attributed 
to their hatred of treason and rebellion? No, sir; 
no. Maryland has been kept in this Union by 
the strong arm and by the majestic power of the 
people and Government of the United States. Bal- 
timore was never loyal uatil the mortars of Fort 
McHenry were turned upon her walled streetsand 
| her magnificent palaces, nor until the eagle eye of 
| General Dix sought out Federal Hill and planted 
upon it the guns of the Union, Had Maryland 
| been a free State, had not her people been carried 
_ away by the influence of slavery upon them, we 
should need no forts and no armed men to-day to 
guard the city of Baltimore. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Virginia, who 
spoke upon this bill the other day, [Mr. Wit- 
LEY,] seemed to regard it as his especial duty to 
reprove the representatives of the free States for 
the course which they have seen fit to pursue, 
and particularly for their desire to abolish slavery 
in this District. That Senator, in announcing his 

opposition to this bill, stated what to me at the 
| time appeared rather inconsistent with his avowd 
| purpose, when he said, in relation to the slaves 


} 
| 
| 








|| in this District: 


**] wish that it did not exist here; that it never had ex- 
isted here. I believe that this great nation ought to have 
this District as common ican, where the world might 
assemble without anything of a character to offend the 
sensibilities, the feelings, or the principles of mankind. 
And yet, sir, I cannot vote for this bill.” 

The honorable Senator here declares that he is 
in sympathy with the principles of the bill, and 
yet he opposes it. He admits it to be right, and 
yet he makes a violent and inflammatory speech 
against those who advocate this measure. | have 
never, since I have had the honor of a seat upon 
this floor, listened to a speech so utterly incon- 
sistent with itself, so much at war with every 
sound and lofty principle of human action, so 
unworthy the person who made it, and so unbe- 
coming the time, the place, and the occasion, as 


soil;’’ and breaking loose from all restraint, they || was the speech of the honorable Senator from 
hold it, determined to repel and drive back the || forgot their duty to the Government which had || Virginia, if I except some speeches which have 
loyal people of the North. In her own metropol- |} protected them. The constituted authorities of || been made here since that date. 


the State were as impotent as little children, The 
events of the 19th of April, 1861, were inevitable; 


Maryland resisted the passage of the freemen of || there was no power in the State to check them. 


| 


Sir, the Senators from Virginia who owe their 
position here and their quiet at home to the in- 
flexible determination of the people of the free 
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